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ay di strict, who is the largest manufacturer of | 


oy beer in the United States. His cellar is dug || 


watof the rocks where this lager beer is laid away 
or summer, and, as has been said, that de signed 
ry» particular month must be taken out and used 
ne tt month, or it will be worthless. This man 
ays that his business cannot stand such a tax as 

Js: that if it is imposed, he cannot go on with 
the manufacture. ‘The price of the article, taken 
fi rom the manufacturer, is now only about three 
jollars per barrel, and to levy a tax of one third 
us value 18, it seems to me, mostexorbitant. For 
this reason, and for the further reason that I have 

ated that we should encourage the substitution 
atl iis article for whisky and brandy, I think the 
duty named in the bill should be reduced. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is desirable, 
of course, not to make any of these taxes oppress- 


ive. In relation to this matter, [ am perfectly 


willing to hear any eulogiums upon lager beer to | 


wy extent that gentlemen may see fit to go in its 
praise. 


peer Sells at retail for precisely the same by the 


They will observe, however; that lager | 


rjass as common ale, which costs from one to two | 


dollars a barrel more to manufacture. Now, in 
r lation to driving this article out of the market 
by the tax we impose on it, how much does that 

ix amountto? About three cents per gallon, 


centeman from New York mentions, get some 
eight or ten dollars per barrel; and I ask if it is 
uureasonable to make such gains as this contrib- 


ute something per gallon for the support of the | 


Government? do not think the amount which 
the bill imposes upon this article is too much. 
There is certainly no propriety in making a dis- 
crimination between this article and ale, and if it 
were to be made, it should be made, for the reason 
| have stated, in favor of ale. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend the 
amendment by reducing the amount to one centa 
gallon, 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I have never 
known any beverage which is more healthful and 
deliciously refreshing than lager beer. I may be 
considered as a specimen of the result of lager 
beer. [Laughter.} Its praise ought to be sung by 
all good and generous men. 

3ut the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. B1.a1r] 
stated it was called lager beer because it was kept 
foratime. Letme remind him thatthe most classic 
page of history is connected with Wallenstein’s 
lager, which, as I understand, means the camp of 
Wallenstein. If so, | commend to him and to my 
friends on the other side of the House that the 
name of lager beer may have had some connec- 
tion with that famous event, and that the article 
itself may have proved in those days a most effi- 
cient aid in carrying on military operations. In 
that respect I commend it to the gentleman and to 
his friends to consider whether it is wise just now 
to discourage its manufacture or its use. 

I move to reduce the tax to one ce nt, because I 
believe no beverage is more healthful in its effects 
or more effective in bringing out the good im- 
pulses of a man than lager, beer (Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The gentleman mis- 
apprehended what I didsay. I stated that it was 

called lager beer because it was kept a long time, 
until it grew clear and rich in color. With that 
exception, I agree in what the gentleman has said 
in favor of lager beer. 

1 want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I believe 
lager beer did more to elect Mr. Lincoln Pres- 
ident of the United States than any other drink. 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr.PENDLETON. Thenit was diverted from 
its original use. [Laughter.] 


— 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I think that it is the 


intention of the gentleman from Cincinnati to steal 
it away from us. 


Mr. PENDLETON. God forbid that I should | 


steal from themp-any legitimate right; but lager 






beer belongs US- ; 
Mr. STE ENS. It would appear from this 


the influence of the whisky sections 
t left the committee, and it would seem, | 


83 


| are infused into those other beers; 


a contrary to the general theory, 
rather intoxicating, {Laughter.] 1 think that 
it is my duty to say a word, because I happen to 


that lager beer | 


know something on the subje ct of lager beer, as | 


I own a lager beer establishment myself. 


(Re- 


| newed laughter. ] In three wards of the city where | 


I reside my constituents are three fourths of them 
regular lager beer drinkers. There is no better 


class of people; none more industrious or more 
They will not drink whisky or strong | 


honest. 
liquors when they can get the clear, cold, refre sh- 
ing lager beer. 

Those who own a lager beer establishment 
know very well how lager beer is made. 
fermentation of barley and hops alone. Itis, there- 
fore, different from: other beer in that respect; but 
sull it is a fermentation of barley. 


to be better than other beers, because none of the 


lt isa | 


It is conceived 


drugs are infused into it, if hone ‘stly made, which | 


at least, that is 


| the way the lager beer is made at my establish 


| fects are sometimes eccentric 


ment. [Laughter.] But I must say that its ef- 


and amusing. The 


tavern which sells it, and which I also own, is | 


next to my own house, and I must say that I have 


| many anight looked outand seen the honest men 


| fence. 
P rsons who have this article for sale, such as the 1] 








who go there to drink beer stumble up against the 
Once they knocked the fence entirely down. 
{[Laughter.] 1 should, 
effect « of lager beer not as intoxicating but rather 
as exhilerating. 
A MEMBER. 
[Laughter. ] 
Mr. STEVENS 


It has the effect of exaltation. 


Yes, sir; exaltation. Lager 


beer gets its name from the verb lager, to lay, as | 
those who understand German, as we all do, well || 


know.” It means that the beer is made and then 
stowed away in vaults thirty feet under ground, 
and kept there until it is fit for use. Some men 
may drink only a glass or two and feel its effects 
very sensibly, while others can drink dozens of 
glasses withimpunity. [drank one or two glasses 

once, and [ must say that its influence upon me 
was high. {Laughter.}] A constituent of mine, 
Othinger by name, came to see me on New Year’s 


day. ‘* How are you?’”’ ‘*Vare goot. I have 
trank my twenty-seven glasses lager.’’ [Great 


laughter.] The glasses out of which they drink 
this beer are small. There are round tables in the 


| lager beer saloons, and these men go in, take a 


seat at a table, call for a glass of lager, and never 


| utter a word except to call for another lager when 
| their glass gets empty. 


Of course, in one even- 
ing they drink several glasses of lager each. How 
insignificant will be the tax upon them under this 
bill. Ifthe tax be left at one dollar a barrel they 
would not have to pay each more than one milla 
glass. 

For fear that we go on with this debate and 
lose sight of the bill, I move that the committee 
rise to close the debate on this section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 


resumed the chair, Mr. Cotrax reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


| had, according to order, had the Union generall 


under consideration, and particularly the tax bill, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. STEVENS moved that the debate on the 
pending section of the tax bill in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union should be 
closed within one minute after its consideration 
shall be resumed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENS. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 


| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


The motion was agreed to. 
So the rules were suspended; and the House 


accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. CoLrax 


in the chair,) and seeneee od the consideration of 


the special order, being the bill of the House, 
(No. 312) to provide internal revenue to support 
the Government and pay interest on the public 


| debt, 


therefore, designate the | 





Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of adjournment. 
The motion was disagreed to. 


The question was taken on Mr. Penpieton’s 
amendment to the ameadment of Mr. Steexe, of 
New York, and it was disagreed to. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, 
ing amendment: 

After the word “ sold,”’ in seventh line, insert the words 
“or removed for sale or consumption ;” aud atter the word 
“act,” in fourteenth line, insert: 

Provided, That a drawback shall be allowed to the 
manufacturer at the time of each monthly accounting, as 
hereinatter provided for, for any such fermented liquors re 
turned to bim by the original purchaser or consignee in a 
spoiled or unmerchantable condition. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I move to insert ‘* forty”? in- 
stead of ** thirty-one,”’ so that it will read, ** every 
barrel containing not more than forty gallons.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the word 
‘beer’? in the second line, so that it will read, 
**there shall be paid on lager beer, &c.,”’ instes ad 
of ** beer, lager beer, &c.”’ It manifestly applies 
to common beer, used in the western country, 
which does not come under the denomination: of 
lager beer. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to strike out ** one 
dollar,’’ and insert “ fifty cents;”’ so that it will 
read ** fifty cents on a barrel of thirty gallons,”’ 


I move the follow- 


| &c. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I move to strike out the 
words ‘* divided into;’’ so it will read: 

That fractional parts of a barrel shall be halves, quarters, 
eighths, and sixteenths, and any fractional part containing 


| less than one sixteenth shall be accounted one sixteenth, 
| &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the fiftieth 
section by inserting the words “and sold” after 
the word ** made,’’ wherever it occurs in the sec- 
tion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itseems to me that the amend- 

ment just made is a proper one. The effect of 


| this, however, with other amendments which have 
| been adopted, would seem to give capitalists and 


| ** Sundays excepted”’ after the word * sun,”’ 


large dealers great ad vantage over the small dealer. 
But I do not see how it is to be remedied. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move to insert the words 
in 
the thirteenth line of the fiftieth section; so that it 
will read: 

Sec. 5). And be it further enacted, That every person who, 
on said Ist day of May, 1862; shall be the owner or occupant 
of any brewery or premises used or intended to be used for 
the purpose of brewing or making such fermented liquors, 
or who shall have such premises under bis control or super- 


| intendence, as agent fur the owner or occupant, or shall 
| have in his pessession or custody any vessel or vessels in 
| tended to be used on said premises in the manufacture of 
| beer, lager beer, ale, porter, or other similar fermented liq 
uors, either as owner, agent, or otherwise, shall, from day 
| today, enter or cause to be entered, in a book to be kept by 


| *€and sold,”’ 


him tor that purpose, and which shall be open at all times 
between the rising and setting of the sun—Sundays ex 
cepted—for the inspection of said collector, who may take 
any minutes, &c. 


Mr. STEVENS. I hope the amendment will 
notbe adopted. ‘These places are mostly kept open 
on Sunday. With some men it becomes a kind 
of worship to go to the lager beer saloon on Sun- 
day. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to insert after the word 
**brewed,’’ in the fifty-first section, the words 
so that it will read: 

I do swear [or affirm] that the foregoing entries were made 
by me on the respective days specified, and that they state, 
according to the best of my knowledge and belief, the whole 


quantity of fermented liquors brewed and sold at the brew- 
ery, &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CRISFIELD. An amendment is neces- 
sary to section fifty-three to make it consistent 





= 
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with what we have already done. We ought to 
provide for the seizure of fermented liquors that 
are now made, as well as those to be made, on 
which duties have not been paid. I move toamend 
by striking out the word ‘shall,’ and inserting 
** now are or may;’’ so that the clause will read: 


enemas = = ee 


That all beer, lager beer, ale, porter, and other similar 
fermented liquors which now are or may be made, and all 
spirituous liquors which shall be distilled within the Uni- 
ted States or the Territories thereof, &c. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as this is a very 
voluminous document anyhow, and words be- 
come a matter of some importance, I desire to sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Maryland that possi- 
bly the words are quite sufficient as they stand, 
In the sixth line of this section, to which call his 
attention, | find the following words, ** according 
to the true intent and.meaning of this act.”?” Asa 
a matter of course, these words embrace all the 
liquor, all the beer, and other articles enumerated 
in this seetion which are the subject of taxation, 
and these words would impose a construction 
upon this section which the other sections would 
seem to require. Now, gentlemen must perceive 
that thia has come to be a very voluminous act, 
and we are not diminishing its volume at all; but, 
on the contrary, are increasing it. Ultimately it 
will be necessary to refer this bill to a committee 
of revision and phraseology, for itis manifest that 
we create great uncertainty in some sections by 
the manner in which we insert our amendments 
upon the original text. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The fifty-fourth section was read, as follows: 

-Ind be il further enacted, That the owner, agent, or su- 
perintendent of any vessel or vessels used in making fer- 
mented liquors, or of any still, boiler, or other vessel used 
in the distillation of spirits on which duty is payable, who 
hall neglect or refuse to make true and exact entry and 
reportot the same, or to do, or cause to be done, any of the 
things by this act required to be done as aforesaid, shall for- 
feit ior every such neglect or refusal all the liquors and 
pirits made by or for him, and all the vessels used in mak- 
ing the same, or the stills, boilers, and other vessels used in 
distiilation, together with the sum of $500, to be recovered 
with costs of suit; which said liquors or spirits, with the 
veseela containing the same, with all the vessels used in 
making the same, may be seized by any collector of inter- 
nal duties, and held by him until a decision shall be had 
thereon according to haw: Provided, That such seizure be 
made within three months after the cause for the same may 
have occurred, and that a prosecution or action thereupon 
shall have been commenced by such collector within twenty 


days afier the seizure thereof, 


Mr. JOHNSON. 
tion by striking out after the word *in,’’ in the 
ninth line, the words, **and all the vessels used 
in making the same, or the stills, boilers, and 
other vessels used in distillation, together with the 
sum of $500.”’ If this amendment is adopted, I 


shall propose to amend further in line thirteen, by | 


striking out the words, ** with the vessels contain- 
ing the same, with all the vessels used in making 
the same;’’ so as to make that part correspond 
with this amendment. 

It seems to me that the section as it stands, im- 
poses a very heavy penalty indeed for neglect— 
neglect either of the proprietor or of the employés, 
agent, or superintendent—for, perhaps, the mis- 
carriage of a letter, or any fact by which the re- 
turn shall not reach the place designated by the 
act. If the owner forfeits all the liquors that he 
has made during the time, I think it would be suffi- 
cient, Suppose the act stands as it was originally 
reported, it is in the power of one man to stop the 
whole establishment. The forfeiture here pro- 
vided for is of the whole concern, the stills, the 
casks, and everything connected with it. If you 
take all these away, the Government will get no 
more revenue from thatestablishment. It is equiv- 
alent to breaking it up. Certainly itis unreason- 
able to require so heavy a forfeiture as that. The 
forfeiture indicated by my amendment is sufficient 
to compel obedience to the law, and a sufficient 
penalty for the infraction of it. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope this amendment will 
not prevail, for it will be seen that if the amend- 
ment prevails there will be nothing left but the 
liquor to seize. I should be afraid the liquor 
would run out before the tax gatherer got there. 
if you have the fixtures to levy upon, there is not 
so much danger that they will runaway. As to 
stopping the manufacture by taking away the 
implements, I do not think that will be the result; 
but we had better do that than to get no revenue | 
on account of fraud. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


I move to amend that sec- | 


| not be made. 





Mr. NOBLE. I move to amend in line fifth, 
by inserting after the word ‘shall’’ the words 
** willfully or corruptly,’’ so that the clause shall 
read: ** who shall willfully or corruptly neglect 
or refuse to make true and exact entry,” &c. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I move toamend 
by inserting after the word * occurred,’ in line 
seventeen, the words ** and brought to the knowl- 
edge of the collector.’’ The clause now reads: 

Provided, Thatsuch seizure be made within three montis 
after the cause for the same may have occurred. 

The cause may have occurred, and yet not have 
been brought to the knowledge of the collector, 
and after that limitation expires the seizure can- | 
Hence my amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to a mere verbal alteration. 
Perhaps no change is necessary, but it strikes me 
thatitis. In line ten, the word ** or’’ occurs, as 
will be seen by reading the clause, which is as 
follows: 

Shall forfeit for every such neglect or refusal all the liq- 
uors and spirits made by or for him, and all the vessels 
used in making the same, or the stills, boilers, and other 


vessels used in distillation, together with the suin of $300, 
to be recovered with costs of suit. 


Should not * or’’ be ** and?”’ 

Mr. STEVENS. Certainly. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I movetosubstitute ‘‘and”’ 
for ** or.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I move to amend by adding 


at the end of the section the following: 1] 
One half of which penalty shall be for the use of the Uni- || 


| ted States, and the other half thereof shall accrue to the | 


benefit of the common schools of the State in which col 
lected, and any collector or deputy collector who shall fail 
to prosecute any person to him known to be liable to the 
penalty of this section, shall be fined $100. 


The object I have in view is to place, so far as 


| this particular penalty is concerned, the motive of | 


| pelled to say, at the same time, that the House 
apparently prefers retaining the old feature—that 


ecute. 


| prosecution beyond the mere personal interest of 


the collectors or deputy collectors. And lamcom- 


of giving to the informer one half of the amount 
of the penalty. Here the penalty is an enormous 
one; and it is that kind of a penalty, also, which 
may frequently occur. It seems to me scafcely 
desirable that this penalty, consisting of so large 
asum of money and so much property, should be | 
permitted to inure to the benefit of the person in- | 
terested in the prosecution, and upon whose testi- 

mony, indeed, the conviction ofa citizen is brought 

about. Now, the argument is, that unless you 


I must be permitted to say that in Indi- 


/ ana, in the enforcement of the revenue system, it 
| has never been deemed necessary to resort to any 


| stimulate him to perform his duty. 


|| such measure as thatof paying to a public officer 


anything more than his regular compensation, to 
Years ago, 


| that State,in common with others, resolved todo 
, : . 
; away with the quitam action, going upon the sup- 


| position that our citizens would perform their du- | 


| enforcement of the law, and in the collection of 


} 
| 
| 
| give him one half of this penalty, he will not pros- 
| 


ties without any extra compensation; and, after 
many years of experience, [ think I can assert, 
speak@g with a reasonable limitation upon my 
own experience, that the citizens of that State 
have found that giving a public officer one half of 
the amount of a penalty recovered is not neces- 
sary to secure a faithful performance of duty upon 
his part. 

I believe, sir, that the adoption of this principle | 
will remove in the public mind, to a very great | 
extent, one of the objections that will exist to this | 
bill when it becomes a law—a law of universal 
public interest, a law which the people intend to 
rally upon and sustain. They intend to pay their 
taxes, but it does seem to me that any motive, 
any cause, any pretense for factious opposition to 
the Government, or to the payment of the taxes | 
provided for by this bill ought to be removed. 
Give half of this penalty to the common schools 
of the State and you interest every citizen in the 


the penalties—a power infinitely stronger to secure | 
the enforcement of the law than if you give half | 
the penalty to the collector himself, making him 
theinformer,and thus rendering him odious to the 
eople. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
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| o’clock. 











March 21. 


Mr. STEVENS. There is nobody that ad. 
mires perseverance and firm will in any one more 
than I do, but I would suggest to the gentlema, 
from Indiana whether there is not a limit to ‘. 
We have already largely discussed this question 
of qui tam actions, very much to the consumption 
of the time of the House, and his amendment has 
been voted down in more than one shape and ie 
more than one division, 

Now, I suggest to the gentleman whether jx 
would not be better to bow to the decision of 
the House, and let us go on and perfect the || 
Several amendments have been made here which 
were very unpleasant to me, and especially those 
concerning liquor; but I submit to it, and do not 
attempt to reverse what has been done. Althoue)) 
as I said before, I admire perseverance, yet oa 
member, also, with what effect the great orator 
whose language I do not very well ‘understand. 
exclaimed, ‘* Quousque tandem abutere patientia 
nostra?” [Laughter.] 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. STEVENS. Oh,I hope the gentleman 
will let us finish this section. The next section 
is on an entirely different subject. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. It is nearly five 
| insist on my motion. 

Mr. STEVENS. We have had a great deal of 
liquor and lager beer, and I think we ought to be 


I move that the 


| able to hold out. 





The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers on the mo- 
tion to rise; and appointed Messrs. Bincuam and 
VALLANDIGHAM to act as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 33, noes 52. 

No quorum having voted, the roll was called, 


| and the names of the absentees noted. 


The following named gentlemen failed to answer 


| to their names: 


Messrs. Ancona, Arnold, Babbitt, Goldsmith F. Bailey, 
Baker, Baxter, Beaman, Jacob B. Blair, Samuel 8S. Blair, 
William G. Brown, Burnham, Calvert, Casey, Clark, Con- 
way, Cooper, Cox, Crittenden, Davis, Dawes, Delaplaine, 
Dunlap, Dunn, Ely, Fenton, Fouke, Franchot, Goodwin, 
Granger, Grider, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hanchett, Harding, 
Hickman, Horton, Jackson, Kerrigan, Killinger, Knapp, 
Lansing, Lazear, Leary, Lehman, Logan, McKean, Mal- 
lory, Marston, May, Maynard, Menzies, Nugen, Olin, Pat- 
ton, John S. Phelps, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robinson, 
James 8S. Rollins, Sedgwick, Shanks, Shiel, Sloan, Smith, 
Spaulding, William G. Steele, Train, Trimble, Trowbridge, 
Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Voorhees, Wall, Wallace, 
E. Pf. Walton, Washburne, Wheeler, Wood, and Wright. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Cotrax reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the state of the Union generally, and par- 
ticularly the bill of the House (No. 312) to pro- 
vide internal revenue to support the Government 
and pay interest on the public debt, and finding 
itself without a quorum, had caused the roll to be 
called and the absentees noted, and had directed 
him to report the names of the absentees to the 
House. 

Mr. STEVENS. Did a quorum answer? 

‘Mr. COLFAX. No, sir; three less than a quo- 
rum. : 

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, (at 
five minutes after five o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 

IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 21, 1862. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SunDERLAND. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition of drug- 


gists and manufacturers and venders of proprie- 
tary medicines, in the city of Cincinnati, State of 
Ohio, praying that they may be placed on the 
same footing as other manufacturers of the coun- 
try, and that the proposed stamp tax may not be 
applied to medicines; which was referred to (he 
Committee on Finance. Fn 
Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of Theo- 
dore F. Mott, and other citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the passage of a-Jaw to prevent all 
further traffic inand monopoly of the public lands 
of the United States, and that theWpe laid out 10 
farms and lots of limited size for th 
clusive use of actual settlers; which 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr.COWAN presented two petitions 


— 
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«may, it should be acted on promptly. 


eons of Blair county and adjacent counties in the 
@ ve of Pennsyivania, praying for the establish- 
ons ntof a national armory and foundery at Hol- 
bl wysburg, in that State; which were referred to 
rc » Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 
ARMY APPOINTMENTS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first business 
-, order is a resolution submitted by the Senator 
from California, {Mr. MeDoveatt,] on the 17th 


of December last, for information in relation to 
anyrale which has been adopted by the War De- 


nartment in regard to the appointment of officers | 


ofthe Army. 

Mr. LATHAM. Let that be passed over in- 

furmally in the absence of my colleague. 
ENROLLMENT OF BILLS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next isa res- 
olution submitted by the Senator from Massa- 
ehusetts, {Mr. Sumner,] on the 23d of December, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills shall 


consider the expediency of changing the joint rules of the 
two Houses of Congress, so as no longer to require that bills 


which have passed both Houses shall be enroiled on parch- | 


ment; but that they shall be simply copied in a fair hand 
on linen paper, and be thus preserved in the Department of 
state, instead of being preserved in cumbersome rolls of 
parchment. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not see the Senator 
from Massachusetts who offered that resolution 
here. 1 move that it be passed over. 

Mr. HALE. Itis only a resolution of inquiry. 
Had we not better pass it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a resolution 
of inquiry. It might, perhaps, more appropri- 
ately be referred to the Committee on Enrolled 


I move that it be so referred. 
The motion was agreed to. 

ACCOUNTS OF NAVAL OFFICERS AND SEAMEN. 
Mr. HALE asked, and by unanimous consent 

obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 244) 


to provide for the equitable settlement of the ac- |) 


counts of the officers and crews of the frigate Con- 


gress and other vessels; which was read twice by | 


its title, 

Mr. HALE. Itis suggested to me that the bill 
TL have just introduced had better be passed at 
once, i am against passing bills in that way my- 
self; but I will state that this isa bill that has been 
sent to me by the Navy Department for the set- 
tlement of the accounts of the sailors of the Con- 
eress and Cumberland, whose books were lost in 
the late engagement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill now. 

Yhere being no objection, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the accounting officers of the Treasury to settle on 
the principles of justice and equity the accounts 
of the officers and crews of the United States frig- 
ate Congress and the sloop Cumberland, and any 
other vessel or vessels of war the books of which 


| as well as in committee, 


of 


~ 


{Mr. Wirson,] and has received the unanimous 
assent of the Committee on Military Affairs, and 


| was reported by the chairman some time since, 


and I hope it will not be referred again. 
bills are here,and may be discussed in o 


The Sse 


pen Senate 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from New York is first in order, defer- 
ring the bill to a day certain. It takes precedence 
6f a motion to commit. 

Mr. GRIMES. There are some very import- 
ant questions connected with this subject that 
ought, it seems to me, to be laid before the Senate 
and before the country in the shape of a report. 
It is true that this bill comes from a committee. 
A great many other bills come from committees; 
but it comes unattended with any suggestions 
from that committee as to the necessity of the pro- 
posed foundery, as to its cost, as to the particu- 
lar geographical location that it should have, all 
of which are very important considerations, and 
which should be presented to the Senate in some 
tangible shape. Lam not particular about refer- 


ring it toa select committee, but I understood the | 


chairman of the Military Committee a few days 
ago to agree, and he made the suggestion himself, 
that both these bills should be referred to a select 
committee. He made that proposition to mea 
few days ago, and I supposed there was no objec- 
tion to it. 


Mr. KING. Ihave heard nothing of that; and 


| it was with the consent of the chairman that I 


called up the bill this morning. 

Mr. WILSON ,of Massachusetts. The Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs unanimously reported 
this bill in its present form. The Committee on 
Naval Affairs reported a bill for an arsenal or 
armory in the West. Inaconversation the other 
day with the Senator from Iowa, who reported 


|| that bill, it was suggested that the whole matter 


might possibly be reterred to a special committee. 


| L thought then that it would be a good plan. I 


see now that there have been in the other House 


special committees on this subject, and they have | 


made a great quantity of reports, and several prop- 
ositions—propositions enough to frighten Con- 
gress almost from the consideration of the whole 
subject. ‘The Senator*from lowa suggests that 
that may be a reason why this bill should go to 
a special committee. I shall not oppose a refer- 
ence to a special committee. Iam not sure that 


| it would not be the best plan to refer both these 


| subject examined and reported upon. As was sug- | 
gested by the Senator from New York, however, || 


were lost or destroyed in consequence of the na- | 


valengagementat Hampton Roads on the 8thand 
9th of March, 1862. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading, was read the third time, and passed. 
NATIONAL FOUNDERY. 
Mr. KING. I desire to call up Senate bill No. 


196, to establish a national foundery, forthe pur- | 


pose of assigning a day for itsconsideration. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 


bills to a special committee, and have the whole 


the proposition is very plain and very simple; | 


the facts can be easily ascertained; and we might, 
if we had time, proceed to the consideration of 
the subject in open Senate; but the Senator from 
lewa has made a motion to refer to a special com- 
mittee,and as chairman of the committee that 
reported this bill, I certainly shall not object to 
that course if the Senate prefer it. 

Mr. KING. I hope the chatrman will not as- 
sent to that motion. Letus fix a day for its con- 
sideration, 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. If it is the 
opinion of the committee who reported the bill to 
act on it in the Senate promptly, I do not wish to 
act contrary to the views of the committee. I 
have no particular wish or desire of my own on 
the subject. 


I think we may do either the one or | 


' 
the other, and one will be about as short a road | 


as the other to attain the object we have in view. 


'| I do not really think it a matter of any great im- | 


in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- || 


sider the bill (S. No. 196) for the establishment 
of anational foundery and furnace for the fabri- 


cation of cannon and projectiles for the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. GRIMES. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to a. select committee of five, to be ap- 
pointed by the Chair. I shall follow that motion 
by making another motion that another bill on 


the table, authorizing the establishment of an | 


armory in the western country, at Rock Island, 
be also taken up, and referred to the same com- 
mittee, 

Mr. KING. [hope not. I called up the bill, 
as I stated, with a view to assign a day for its 
consideration. If the bill is to pass, as I hope it 


It was 


| 
| 


ortance whether we proceed to the consideration 
of the whole subject in open Senate, or whether 
we refer it to a special committee for a report. 

Mr. COWAN. I hope the motion of the Sen- 
ator from lowa will prevail. This is a subject 
which has attracted a good deal of attention 
throughout the country, and I shall be very glad 
to have it receive full and fair consideration. 

Mr. KING. } 
past twelve o’clock for the consideration of this 
bill. 

Mr.CLARK. Thatrequires atwo-thirds vote, 
I think. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A mere postpone- 
ment requires only a majority. To make it a 
special order requires two thirds. 

Mr. KING. Without making ita special order, 


I move to fix Wednesday at half 
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The question being put on the motion to post- 
pone, there were, on a division—ayes 15, noes 9; 
ho quorum voting, 

Mr. KING. I suppose the best mode of ascer- 
taining the presence of a quorum is to ask for the 
yeas and nays. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLARK. I think the main question in 
regard to these two bills, or the question which 
will perhaps require the most attention of the 
Senate and occasion the most delay, will be that 


of locality. I think if the whole matter is referred 


to a committee, made up from different sections 
of the country, it may advance the object und not 
delay the bill. The Senator from New York will 
permit me to suggest to him that Ihave no locality 
in my mind in regard to it; but if the bill be sent 
toa committee, it willadvance it more than it will 
to come into the Senate here where each man will 


have a location for himself. I have no desire to 


delay the bill, but IT think it will advance it to 


have the two go together, and have them consid- 
ered with reference to each other. If you take up 
one bill, you will discuss that bill, and perhaps, 
incidentally, the other bill may be discussed; but 


| ifthe two go toacommittee, the whole subject may 


be considered together. It seems to me that is the 
best business arrangement. 

Mr. KING. The question of locality was very 
fully considered by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and has been the subject of a good deal 
of conversation. IL only desire that that locality 
shall be selected which shall be the best for the 
whole country; and uporPthat, I do not think in 


| the end there will bea very wide difference of opin- 


ion, although there will be some of course, as there 
always is on questions of locality. Itseemsto me 
a vote of the Senate is the only vote that can settle 
that question. Lf acommittee be appointed to con- 
sider it, 1t will necessarily be expected thatall in- 
terests and opinions shall be represented upon it; 
and, in my judgment, if that be the case, it is 
doubtful whether a committee can very well agree 
upon a locality, ‘They would be likely to differ, 
they would go there with their local opinions. 1, 
however, of course, must abide the action of the 
Senate. I think the bill had better come up on 
Wednesday; and as the location is the principal 
question, a vote of the Senate can be taken upon 
it and determine it. | hope, therefore, the bill 
may go over to Wednesday, when the subject can 
be more definitely and finally acted upon, 

Mr. CLARK. Itis suggested by the Senator 
from New York that a committee would not be 
likely to agree. IL ask him, then, how he expects 
the Senate to agree? He says the locality was 


| considered in the Military Committee. Very true, 


the locality of the establishment provided for in 
one bill was there considered; but the locality of 
the other establishment was considered in another 


| committee. It would be well, it seems to me, that 
| the same committee should have the two under 


‘tablish a national foundery. 


consideration, because they are so intimately con- 
nected, and consider all the interests and all the 
localities, and make a report on the whole sub- 
ect. 

Mr. KING. This bill simply proposes to es- 
There are other 
propositions for an armory, for an arsenal, and 


| for various other purposes in respect to the man- 
| ufacture of arms, which have been presented. 


| simply for a foundery. 


This bill has a single purpose, upon which the 
Military Committee were able to agree unani- 
mously. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. 


This bill is 
It has no necessary con- 


| nection with an arsenal. I havea very clear opin- 


ion that there is but one proper spot in this coun- 
try for a foundery, and that spot is in the harbor of 
New York or on the Hudson river. You want 


| a foundery at a point to which you can go with 


| the largest vessels of the Navy, and you want it 


| upon tide-water. 


That is absolutely necessary. 
In the next place you want it at a pointthat you 
can afford to defend; and the city of New York is 
acity that you can afford to and ought to defend. 
I think the question of the location of the found- 


| ery is settled beyond all dispute if we act simply 
| on public considerations, for the inferests of the 


I move simply that it be postponed to Wednesday |) 
introduced by the Senatur from Massachusetts, || next. 


i 


country, without any local prejudices or attach- 
ments. 

I think, further, that we need more than is now 
provided for in this bill. There wasa section in 


| the bill as I orignally introduced it, providing for 
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the purchase of a location, and the establishment 
of a furnace for the manufacture of tron, with 
Ww hich tomake the large guns of our Nav y- The 
Committee on Military Affairs, however, struck 
out that section of the bill. I beheve that that 
provision is quite as necessary as the provision 
fora foundery. Our large guns should be made 
of the best iron in the country, and it should be 
of uniform quality. The reason why so many 
fuilures have been made by persons who have 
undertaken to make guns for the Government is 
that they have net a uniform quality of iron. I 
believe that the Government ot the United States 
should, at the earliest possible moment, procure a 
proper place and put up an establishment for the 


manufacture of the best iron, for the making of 


these guns, that can be found in the country. I 
have no doubt upon that point. So much for this 
matter of the foundery. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, through the 
Senator from Lowa, have reported a bill for an 
armory, to be located in the West. I do not be- 
lieve that at this time we need an armory. This 
may be considered, as coming froma Massachu- 
setts man, an Uliberal,a local opinion, as we have 


an armory at Springfield. But the necessities of 


the country have forced that Springfield armory 
tone pacity so large that I beheve it will be able 
hereafter easily to manufacture all the muskets 
that we need. But, sir, looking to the sentiment 
of the country, Lam of opinion that we shall have 
to yield an armory inthe West. [ believe there 
are several bills in the House of Representatives 
on that subject, some proposing Qluincy, some 
Chicago, some a point in Pennsylvania, and va- 
rious points west of the mountains. 

Mr. GRIMES. Fifty of them. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. The Sen- 
ator from lowa says that there are bills there pro- 
posing fifty different places. If we are to havea 
location in the West, | do not know of any better 
place than that suggested by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs of the Senate; and I am willing, 
taking all things into consideration, to vote for 
this toundery, located where it is located in the 
bill, and to have an armory established some- 
where in the western country,and [ do not know 
of any spot that 1 would vote for sooner than the 
one proposed by the Naval Committee. 

gut L believe—L have no doubt upon it after 
reading the documents that [ have read in regard 
to it, the reportof Major Rodman to General Mc- 
Clellan, and the papers in the ordnance office—that 


we need as much a place for the manufacture of 


iron as we need a place for the manufacture of 
large guns. Iam told by the Senator from New 
York that the War and Navy Departments both 


desire such an establishment. Although that pro- | 


vision was stricken out of this bill by the Mili- 
tary Committee, when it comes up for consider- 
ation I shall propose to restore the section author- 
izing the Government to purchase a place and 
manufacture the iron out of which to make these 
guns, and then, owing to the public opinion of the 
country and to the earnestness with which an 
arsenal is demanded in the West, I shall be will- 
ing to vote for the bill reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GRIMES. It ts true, sir, as the Senator 


from Massachusetts says, that this is a simple | 
proposition to establish afoundery; but it isa sim- | 


ple proposition at the same Ume to appropriate 


$1,000,000 out of the public Treasury for the es- | 
tablishment of that foundery; and we are asked to | 


do it without any data at all before us. 
Now, the first question for us to consider is, is 


there a necessity that there should be any such | 


foundery at all? Had the Government better rely, 
as it has heretofore relied, upon private enterprise, 
to manufacture our guns for us, and then bore 
them, and prepare them for service; or shall we 


establish a foundery where we shall cast the guns | 


ourselves? I apprehend that we ought to have 


some data before us on that subject to justify us | 


either in voting for or in voting against such a 
proposition as that. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have furnished us with no such informa- 
tion, and they do not propose to furnish us with 
any such information. Is there a necessity for 
any such foundery? Are we expected to vote in 
favor of the establishment of a foundery and ap- 

ropriate $1,000,000 out of the Treasury, without 
having such information furnished us? 

Then, after that information has been furnished 
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tous, after it has been shown that it is to the pub- 
lic interest that we should manufacture these guns 


ourselves, and not rely as the French Government | 
does, as the British Government does in most in- || 


stances, and as I believe all foreign Governments 
almost invariably do except that of Austria, and 
as our Government has heretofore relied, upon pri- 
vate enterprise for the manufacture of our arms; 
if we determine that, then the next question that 
presents itself is, where shall the foundery be? 
‘The Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, has satis- 
fied himself that it should be in the harbor of New 
York, and for the reason that it can be more easily 
detended there than elsewhere. Well, sir, I ap- 
prehend that the Senators from New Hampshire, 
which State has the port of Portsmouth within 
its limits, would be in favor of establishing the 
foundery on the Piscataqua river, which they 
claim has a greater depth of water, admits ships 
of a greater draught, and is better susceptible of 
defense than any other port in the United States. 
The Senators from Maine would ask that it be 


established at Portland, because they say that they | 
have a greater depth of water there than at any | 


other port, and that that is more susceptible of 
defense than any other port of the United States. 


Now, let us have the information; let us see where | 


the port is that is most susceptible of defense. 
That is not all; another question is involved in 


it. Is it cheaper for us to manufacture the guns | 


where the materials are to be obtained, or to trans- 
port the materials to another place? IL believe all 


/ admit, at any rate Captain Rodman does, and the 
Ordnance Bureau of the Army admits, that the | 


material of which the guns should be manufac- 
tured must come from the western part of Penn- 


| sylvania—I believe from Bloomfield. Then the 


question arises for us to consider, if we have got 
to use the Bloomfield material for the manufacture 
of guns, Is it cheapest and best for us to take the 


|} metal and the coal from western Pennsylvania | 
/ and carry it to New York to manufacture it, or 


shall we manufacture the guns where the metal 


| is and where the ore isyand transport the guns in 
' a manufactured state totheseacoast? Is the Sen- | 


ator from Massachusetts or the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs prepared to five us that information? 


It strikes me that thatis information that itis not | 


only desirable but important for us to have. 
Now, sir, Lam inclined to vote for a national 


_foundery. Lam not satisfied as to where it should 
i bet L want some tangible testimony borne to me 
| by a committee—I care not whether it be a select 


commitiec or a standing committee of the Senate 


—as to the advantages of such a foundery over the | 


present system of manufacturing guns. When- 
ever | am satisfied of that, and satisfied as to the 
point from the data that they shall furnish me, 
then I shall be willing and ready to support the 
report of the committee. 

Now, one word in regard to the national arm- 
ory in the West that is proposed. 
interest in any location that is here suggested. 
There is no proposition to establish it within the 


jurisdiction of the State which I have the honor | 


in part to represent in this body. Ido not want 


any such institution established gif it is not to the | 


interest of the Government that it should be es- 
tablished. I am willing to refer it to any five dis- 
passionate gentlemen of this body, of whom I shall 
not be one and of whom I do not desire to be one; 
and if they say thatsuch an institution ought not 
to be established in the West, or if established 
that it ought not to go to the place which I have 
suggested, I shall be entirely satisfied with their 


judgment. Itis solely the public interest that I | 


ask shall be promoted, and no personal or local 


but I do not want to appropriate $1,000,000 out 
of the ‘Treasury to lay the basis for the appropri- 
ation of untold millions hereafter, without any 
more information from a committee of this body 
than is before us. 


Mr. COWAN. Mr. President, I hope, for my | 


own part, if the committee shall be raised to con- 
sider this subject, that committee will not agree as 
to the location. I think we ourselves are not com- 
petent to determine upon the fit and proper loca- 
tion for this foundery. I had much rather that 
we should determine upon the foundery itself, and 
leave the location to be selected by commissioners 


| to be appointed by the executive branch of the 
Government. The commissioners will then fix it | 


| fen 











I have no | 
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ata proper point; and certainly, I think 
hardly choose the location which seems to hy 

satisfied the Military Committee. They win 
hardly choose the Hudson river, where the = e 
no coal or iron, the very material out of which 
cannon are to be fabricated; nor will they aoe 
it ae the ground that New York is w 


they will 


; ne worth de. 
ing. This foundery may be located jp the 


neighborhood of the materials, and it may be |,, 
cated where it will not need any defense.” [f for 
instance, it were located at Bloomsburg, there js 
not the slightest danger of an enemy ever ent, : 
ing into the mountains of Pennsylvania to atta: k 
that point; and in that way all arguments in fayor 
of a particular seaboard locality are disposed of 
I hope that a committee will be raised, and that 
it will take this matter into consideration, and 
simply recommend a foundery, and that the selec. 
tion of the location be intrusted to commissioners 
selected by the President. 

Mr. KING. As the Senator from Lowa re- 
marked, the first question to be determined js 
whether a national foundery is desirable for the 
construction of heavy ordnance. In my opinion 
it is; but that is a question for Congress to de- 
termine, and is of course a preliminary one to any 
question of location. It is one of the difficulties 
in reference to any measure of this kind at any 
time, that the local interests and the desires of the 
constituencies of gentlemen embarrass them in 
their action inConeress, and make it almost neves- 
sary for the representatives of a State, if a locality 
is suggested in that State, to advocate and yote 
for it. 

Mr.COWAN. May Iask the gentleman if that 
is not one of the best reasons in the world why we 
should not attempt to fix the locality here? © 

Mr. KING. [think not. The locality must 
be determined, and it should be determined upon 
the best judgment which the country can rive, 
and that is a vote of Congress. If there be any 
such location as presents Itself with stronger ar- 
guments in its favor, and greater facilities in every 


| respect for the use of the Government and for 


access to it than any other, it should be selected; 
but that is not the question which is now to be 
determined here. I desire that the Senate shall 
act upon the bill. It is important, if the Senate 
is to do anything upon the subject, that it should 
do it ata reasonably early day. I shall not there- 
fore now undertake to present any views in rela- 
tion to locality; I am content to abide whatever 
may be the judgment of the Senate upon that sub- 
ject. I only ask that it shall act and decide the 
question In some way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from New York to post- 
pone this bill until Wednesday next. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 20; as billows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Browning, Carlile, Davis, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Foster, Harris, Henderson, Howard, 
King, Latham, MeDougall, Saulsbury, Simmons, Stark, 
Sumner, and Wilson of Massachusetts—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Cowan, 
Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Lane of Kansas, 
Morrill, Pomeroy, Powell, Sherman, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wright—20. 

So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question re- 
curs on the motion of the Senator from lowa to 
refer the bill to a select committee of five, to be 
appointed by the Chair. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I have sug- 
gested to the Senator from Iowa that in order to 
get a very full expression on this subject, it would 
be better to unite the Naval and Military Com- 
mittees, and refer the subject to those two com- 


|| mittees to examine both these bills. 
aggrandizement of any portion of the country; | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Iowa so vary his motion? 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir; 1 am entirely satis- 
fied with that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion 1s to 
refer this bill to a select committee, consisting of 
the members of the Military and Naval Commit- 


| tees of the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. [I hope that’ will not be done. 


| This subject was committed once to the Naval 


Committee, and was acted on by them. 
Mr. GRIMES. There is another bill with it. 
Mr. HALE. And then the Senate voted to dis 


| charge the Naval Committee and refer the matter 


to the Military Committee. ‘ . 
Mr. GRIMES. The Senator misapprehends 
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This is the foundery bill. 1 propose to call up the 
other bill, and commit them both to the same se- 
+ eommittee, consisting of the members of these 
rwo standing committees, This is the bill that 
came from the Military Committee; the other 
came from the Naval Committee, — 
Mr. COWAN. I do not like this modification 
ofthe motion. Ido not see why we are not en- 
titled to an independent committee; one that has 


not committed itself to any particular course on |, 


this subject. Itseems that there is a pet project 
of the Naval Committee to provide for one point, 
and there is another one upon which the Military | 
Committee has decided. Now, what chance has 
the rest of the country under such circumstances? 
| had a great deal rather that the Senator from 
jowa would stand to his original proposition, 
That would give everybody an opportunity to be 
heard before the selectcommittce, who would have 
the whole subject before them. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have not the slightest in- | 
clination one way or the other. 


Mr. COWAN. Then I hope the Senator will | 
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smith for the Seneca tribe of Indians alone; that the 
mixed tribe of Senecas and Shawnees were also 
entitled to a smith, but had none; that one agent 
attended to both, and that agent ( Vaisbon) verbally 
ordered him to putupashopamong the Senecasand 
Shawnees, and procure hands and run it; that he | 
did so, and that he was paid for the service except || 
for one year. He supposed he was being paid on | 
his contract for the Senecas, but upon examina- |! 


tion of the vouchers at the Department, he found | 


| that he had been paid for all his work for the | 


|| was appointed supervisor of the laborers in the | 


allow the motion to be put as he originally made || 
it. ‘That is fair to all parties, and it will give us || 


a committee who are unprejudiceds 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
referring the bill to a select committee, consisting 
of the Naval and Military Committees. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GRIMES. I now renew the original mo- | 
tion, to refer the bill to a select committee of five | 
members. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GRIMES. I now move to take up the | 


| ceipt in full, and never did; that he made appli- 


bill (S. No. 119) for the establishment of a na- i 


tional armory at Rock Island, and refer that to | 
the same committee. 
The motion was agreed to. | 
JAMES POOL. | 

} 


Mr. POMEROY. I desire to have prior orders 


yostponed to take up Senate bill No. 220,a small |) 


vill that will require no debate atall. It is a bill 
for the relief of James Pool, and has been reported 
by the Committee on Claims unanimously. It 
passed the Senate last year unanimously, but it 
did not become a law, not being acted on in the 
other branch. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
920) for the relief of James Pool was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to pay to James Pool the sum of $1,987 10, 
of which $487 50 is to be paid out of any annui-: 
ties or moneys payable to the Seneca and Shaw- 
nee Indians, if there be any, and if none, the whole 
sum is to be paid out of the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
case? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is. 

The Secretary read the report made by Mr. 
Pomeroy, from the Committee on Claims. It 
appears that the petitioner was employed by the 
United States, under the provisions of sundry 
treaties, as blacksmith for the Delaware, Shaw- 
nee, and Seneca tribes of Indians, from August, 
1823, until November, 1838. During that period 
the various Indian agents often employed Mr. 
Pool in various capacities, such as transporting 
the moneys to be paid to the Indians, procuring 
supplies, &c., and oftentimes he advanced his own 
money in such purposes, which was in every in- 
stance refunded except one. He alleges that on 
the 29th of April, 1834, at the request of Governor 
Stokes, as commissioner of Indian affairs, (a 
copy of whose letter to that effect is annexed to 
the petition, and is sworn to,) he purchased for 
the use of the Seneca and Shawnee Indians four 
hundred and eighty-seven and a half bushels of 
seed corn, for which he paid out of his private 
funds one dollar per bushel, making $487 50, which 
sum he asks to have reimbursed. ‘Io sustain this 
the petitioner produces the copy of Governor 
Stokes’s order for the purchase of the corn, sworn 
toas acopy; the receiptof John Brown, of whom 
he bought the corn, for the money, and attested 
by George T. Herron, Indian interpreter, and the 
certificate of five of the chiefs and head men of the 
nation, that the corn was received by them, and | 
duly attested by W. J. Morrow, their agent. 

Itis further stated that, between the years 1833 
and 1838, he was employed by contract as black- | 


Is there a report in that 








| full for his services as watchman, but was only | 


vice for the Senecas that he.had not been paid for, | 


| 
| 
| 
mixed tribe, and that there was one year of ser- || 
1} 
! 
: : ; i| 
and still remains unpaid. He now asks Congress || 


| this private bill. 
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jection, the consideration of the bill for the relief 


!of James Pool will be continued. The Chair 


hears no objection. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not like to object to 
A portion of the claim strikes 
me as manifestly proper; but I think it is wey 
questionable whether oll of it ought to be allowed. 
Iam not upon the Committee on Claims; but this 


|| case looks to me as if there was a hunting aftera 


variety of claims. ‘This party has been acting for 
the Government in various capacities at the same 
time, and claims the pay of each office, which all 
the Departments have repeatedly rejected, it ap- 


. ng || pears. I doubt very much the nie ery of pass- 
to order the payment of the $800 due to him on || ing a special law to pay an inc ividual, who has 
that contract, _ || been employed by different Departments here, a 

He further proves that in 1853 he took up his || sum larger than they agreed to pay him. Itseems 


residence in the city of Washington, District of || 
Columbia, and on the 18th day of June, 1855, he I] 
Treasury Department, duly commissioned, and | 
to be paid $480 per year; that on the Ist day of || 
July, 1856, he was also appointed a watchman in || 
the Treasury, at $600 per year; and that he occu- 
pied and fulfilled the duties of both these positions | 
for one year nine months and ten days thereafter, | 

| 

| 


| 
: ate } 
or until the 10th of April, 1857; that on the Ist || 
day of July, 1856, the pay of laborer was raised | 
to fifty dollars per month; that he was paid up in 


paid $16 33 per month for his services as laborer, | 
and that in his receipts therefor he would not re- || 


| 
| 
| 
eation to Secretary Guthrie for full pay, but he 1 
decided that claimant could not receive pay for || 
both positions. Healsoapplied to Secretary Cobb, || 
who refused to take any notice of the matter. He 
now claims the difference. The Department does | 
not dispute the fact that the service as laborer was | 
performed; on the contrary, admitted it, and rec- | 
ognized him as a laborer throughout the entire |! 
period, by paying $16 33 permonth. Nor is there || 
any evidence in the commissions, or elsewhere, | 


| that either of them were rescinded, or that he was || 
| transferred from one position to the other. On the || 


. e * | 
contrary, the whole evidence is that the service || 


| in each being such as not to interfere with each || 


| other, the one was an additional commission to 








| Senator from Maryland is not present, and then 


the other. ; 
The objection of the Secretary to paying the 
claimant in full seems to have been that the law 
interposed to preventemployés of the Government || 
receiving pay for two positions. This is done || 
away with by the claimant receiving full pay for } 
one and part pay for the other; and also the de- | 
cision of Attorney General Black, in case of Stack- || 
pole, of October 17, 1857, in which he says that || 
laborers and watchmen are especially excepted, || 
and are allowed to serve and receive pay for both |) 
positions; also, the decision of the Secretary of || 
the Interior, incase of Whitfield & Woodson, May | 
8, 1861; and of the Supreme Court, in Converse 
vs. United States, 21 Howard’s Reports. The | 
committee therefore submitted a bill, and recom- || 
mended its passage, paying the claimant$1,987 10. || 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the special order. 
Mr. POMEROY. I hope we shall be allowed || 
to pass this bill. 
Mr. KENNEDY. I will say to the Senator | 
from Maine who has charge of the special order, | 
that as my colleague who was to speak upon it 
to-day is sick, I hope it will be postponed. 
Mr. MORRILL. I think that will hardly be 
necessary. We may make some progress, I think, 
with the bill, notwithstanding the fact that the 





| 
| 
| 


we can consider the question of postponement at || 
alater period. There are some Senators that wish 

to speak on the subject who are, perhaps, pre- || 
pared to go on to-day. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I do not intend to speak 
upon the bill myself, except to say two or three | 
words. I should be glad if the Senator would 
consent to let it go over. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope the Senator from | 
Maine will allow the bill which was taken up on 
my motion to be passed now. It will take buta 
few minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL. [am willing to yield for that 

urpose, without displacing the special order. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there-be no ob- | 


| the interest, and report to pay him simp 


| was employed asa blacksmith. 


to me the Departments would be the proper place 
to settle these matters. I simply call the attention 
of the Senate to it. If the Senate think proper to 
pass it, | have nothing further to say about it. 
Mr. CLARK, I desire to say, in Kehalt of the 
committee, thatitdid not appear to them that there 
was here a hunting after claims. So long ago as 
1834, this man paid nearly five hundred dollars of 
his own money for the use of the Government; he 


| has lain out of that money all that time, and he 


comes here asking the Government to pay him 
principal and interest. The committee, in accord- 
ance with the usage of the Government, rejected 

5 the 


amount which he paid out of his pocket nearly 


| thirty years ago. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That is undoubtedly right. 
Mr. CLARK. Then so long ago as 1838 he 
It appears by 
books at your Department and by vouchers, that 
there is due him for one year’s service under con- 
tract $800, which should have been paid him 
twenty years ago. We now propose to pay him 


simply the amount which was due him in 1838, 
without any interest. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Why was it not paid then? 

Mr. CLARK. On account of some overlook- 
ing or misapprehension of the vouchers. 

Mr. POMEROY. Governor Stokes died. 

Mr. CLARK. Then he has been employed for 
years pastat your Departments; he has performed 
double service at different portions of time. Itis 


| not the case of a man who, in the time due by 


him to the Government, within. the hours of ten 
or eleven and four, has performed the duties of 
two offices; but during the day he faithfully per- 


| formed his duties as a laborer—there is no objec- 


tion made to him on that score—and for half the 
night he performed the duties of a watchman. 
The Department accepted his services, and em- 
ployed him, because he was a faithful watehman. 


| He now simply asks to be paid for that time 


It seems to me 


which he took out of his sleep. 
The Government loses nothing 


eminently just. 
by it. 

Mr. HOWARD. I simply rise to make an in- 
quiry of the chairman of the Committee on Claims, 
whether there is not some evidence that this claim- 
ant has made his claim to Congress heretofore? It 


/ seems to me the claim is a very antiquated one. 


It would seem very strange that a person to whom 
such an amount is due has not heretofore made 
his claim against*’Congress. Is there not some 
proof that this claim has been in the hands of a 


| committee heretofore, and that some evidence, not 
| before us, was taken by thet committee? 
| quire for information. lam not very fond of these 


I in- 


ancient claims myself, but am a little suspicious 


| of them. 


Mr. POMEROY. This claim has been pre- 


sented year after year, and passed the committee 


|| unanimously two or three times yearsago. I be- 


lieve it passed the Senate once; but failed to be- 


| come a law by not being reached in the other 


House. I think there is no doubt about the cor- 
rectness of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Has it ever been reported 
against? 

Mr. POMEROY. There has never been any 
adverse report. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE INSPECTORS. 


Mr.CHANDLER. [ask the Senate to take up 
House bill No. 243. It will lead to no discussion, 
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* 
and will not occupy five minutes. It is a matter 
of immediate IMportaner ; 

Mr. MORRILL. If it leads to any discussion, 
1 shall object to it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole , proceeded to consider the 
bill (H.R. No. 243) providing for the appoint- 
ment of light-house inspectors. The bill, as it 
passed the House, authorized the President to 
appomnt any person whom he may think duly 
qualiticd therefor to serve as a light-house in- 

pector of any light-house district on the coasts 
of the Unite d Stat 8, the person 80 appointed to 
receive pay and emoluments at the same rates as 
hi pore de eessor ih suet h Service was compet nsate d; 
but this act is to be in force only during the ex- 
istenee of the pres nt rebe lion, and for ont yt ar 

ter the same Is terminated, 

The ¢ committee on Commerce of the Senate re- 
ported the Lill with an amendment, to strike out 


lof the bill 


after the enacting clause, and insert 
the following in lieu thereof: 

That so much of the act entitled ™ An act making appro- 
priations for light- houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., and pro 
viding for the erection and establishment of the same, and 
tor other purposes,”’ approved August 31, 1852, be, and 
hereby tis, so tar modified as to authorize the President to 
direct the detail of officers of the revenue cutter service to 

erve as light house inspectors inany ot the light-house dis 
tricts ercated by the saidact: Provided, That officers of the 
revenue cutte? service so detailed shall not be entitled to 
any inerease ol compensation tor such service. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to amend the 


amendmentin line nine, by inserting after the word 


** 9 


ervice,’’ the words ** or to appoint civilians; 
so that at will read: 


Authorize the President to direct the detailof othicers of 


the revenue cutter service, or lo appoint civilians, lo serve 
as light house tuspectors, &c 


Mr. FESSENDEN. L hope that will not be 
idopted. The effectof it is simply to take money 
out of the Treasury, for no good reason at all— 
not the slightest in the world—and multiply the 
number of officers; and not only toextend patron- 
age, but to increase the annoyance we all have in 
all quarters from those who want offices. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I willstate to the Senator 
from Maine, with his permission, that my reason 
for moving to insert these words was, that there 

Lpresent necessity, as [am informed, for the 

intment of civilians on the southern coast, 
where there are no revenue officers to act in that 
capacity, 

Mr. fF ESSENDEN. The re isa sin le ease on 
the southern coast where a member of the EHlouse 
wants an appointment. That isall the necessity. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is that the whole of it? 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Yes, sir, thatis the whole 
of it; and that is the origin of this bill. The bill 
is unnecessary in all its parts. I have taken pains 
to inquire into it, and I became satisfied that the 
whole movement arose simply from the desire of 
eertiin persons who cannot retany other offices 
to overcome the rules, and they are very benefi- 
cial ones, in regard to all these light-house matters 
tor the sake of getting appointments. Thatis just 
the whole story from beginning to end. I looked 
into it last year, and it was under this state of 
facts: a gentleman in my own town came to me 
and suggested that this arrangement ought to be 
made; that civilians oughtto be appointed to these 
flices; thatthere were not eneugh of the officers 
of the Army and Navy that could be spared to do 
this busmess; and therefore it was exceedingly 
desirable that this particular section should be re- 
pealed so that civilians might be appointed; and 


he suggested that he wasa proper man for the ap- 
poimtment at the same time that he furnished me 
the information, Well, sir, he was a very prope: 
man, and would make a good appointee. He was 
a friend of mine, and I should like to have had 
him appointed. When Leame on here, | inquired 
of the Light-House Board to know how the fact 
was: and they stated that the system, isnt had 
been found in its operation heretofore, had been 
very beneficial; that it was taken out of poll- 
tics and political changes; that the whole light- 
house establishment, as we all concede, had been 
exceedingly well managed and economically, and 
was an exceedingly good system at the present 
time; and that if any interference of this sort was 
had, the result would be to throw it into political 
changes, and it would work evil. IT inquired as to 
he necessity for it, They said there was no ne- 
cessity for it; that they ordinarily had officers 
enough, who were nat fit for any other duty, to 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


attend to it, and where they had not, the engineers 
attended to it; that the whole system went on ex- 
ceedingly well and economically, and that any 
change would be only for the worse. I became 
satisfied of it, and I opposed the change for that 
reason, although I had a personal friend that I 
should like to have had appointed. 
When this subject was started in the House, it 
started really ona single case. The bill was got | 
up for the purpose of having a certain man ap- 
pointed down on the coastof Florida. I suggest 
to the Senator from Michigan that the Committee 
on Commerce had better look into the subject 
and inguire of the Light-House Board in regard 
to it. If they do, they will find there is no ne- | 
cessity for it,and that it will only lead to evil and 
the multiplication of offices. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I will state to the Sena- | 
tor that the Committee on Commerce examined 
the subject very thoroughly, andthe whole House 
bill has been stricken out by the committee, and 
the superintendence of the light-houses trans- 
ferred to the revenue service. The Secretary of | 
the ‘Treasury stated to me that he could perform | 
this service without any expense whatever to the 
Department; that the captains in the revenue ser- | 
vice were continually cruising along the coasts 
where light-houses were located and could do this | 
duty without any expense to the Government. | 
The bill provides thatthere shall be noextra pay for 
superintendence; whereas, under the old system, | 
officers of the Army and Navy who were on wait- 
ing-orders pay, or some other small pay, were ex- 
ceedingly anxious to obtain these appointments 
because it placed them on active-service pay. 
Then, again, officers of the Army and Navy draw 
» mileage while they are in this service; so that in | 
fact you pay a larger extra sum to officers of the | 
Army and Navy than you would pay if you ap- | 
pointed civilians, Under this proposition to trans- | 
fer the service directly to the Treasury Depart- | 
mentand authorize the employment of revenue 
officers, they are, as I said before, cruising about 
in the revenue cutters and can perform the service 
just as well, and without any expense whatever 
to the service. 


I should like to submit. 


ment to an amendment now pending. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will withdraw that | 
amendment to the amendment upon the repre- | 
sentation of the Senator from Maine. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
to the amendment is withdrawn, and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa 1s now in order. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment, as an additional section: 

-Ind he it further enacted, That all acts 4nd parts of acts 
authorizing or requiring the detail of officers of the Army | 
or Navy tor service as inspectors or for the performance ot 
other duty in connection with the light-houses of the Uni- | 
ted States be, and the same are hereby, repealed. | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear the 
Senator give some reason for thatamendment. | 
hope it will not be adopted. 

Mr.GRIMES. It is to perfect the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know what the 
genteman means by perfecting the bill. I sup- 
pose he means to defeat it. The truth is, lam 
perfectly satisfied that any interference, any in- | 
termeddling with the light-house system as it ex- | 
ists at the present time will be very unwise indeed. | 
As I said before, | examined this subject some | 
time ago; and the Secretary of the Treasury, I | 
am bound to think, at the time he made these rec- 
ommendations, had not investigated the matter | 
so fully as he has since, in connection with the | 
Light-House Board, of which he is a member, 
and, L believe, the President. I know that since the 
proposition was made here to transfer the light- 
house system to the Navy the board were called 
upon to reporton the subject. Before that report 
had been made the Secretary of the Treasury, on 
his own hook, not on consultation with the board 
of which he is a member, had the impression that 
this matter could be transferred to the revenue 

department. I am inclined to think that since 
that time he has changed his opinion on that sub- 
ject, because since then he has had a full report 
trom the board itself; and I am very much of the 
opinion that he would not express the same views 
now that he has heretofore. ] cannot say so posi- 
tively; but that is my impression. Since that 


| 
| 
| 
\| 


| 
j 

Mr. GRIMES. I have an amendment which | 
| 
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time the Light-House Board have made a - 
which has been laid on our table, and printed, J 
think it was presented by the chairman of tl 

Committee on Commerce himself, I have re ad 
that report carefully since it was printed 
beginning to end. It satisfies me perfectly and 
strengthens my previous impression that it would 
be very unwise, without very great consider ; 
to ondiie with itatall. There is not the slichtest 
complaint about itas itis. The Secretary of th 
Treasury knows very little about it, compara. 
tively, because his time has not permitted him to 
examine it; although, to be sure, he is president 
of the board; he is the head of it and has the man. 


port 


» from 


ation, 


ie 


| agement of it, and it is all under his supervision 


in point of fact. 

Now, sir, if the Senator has read that report of 
the Light-House Board carefully, I think he must 
come to the same conclusion that I have. The 
whole light-house system is managed by the by ard 
itself. It has one or two secretaries, who are tly 
executive officers. Itis perfect in its operation 
any system in the world, and has been product. 
ive of very great benefit to commerce and yery 
great saving and economy in the public money, 
It has been managed by gentlemen of high char- 
acter, and it has been managed well. They who 
know and understand the details of it make yo 
application forany change. They do not desire it, 
The reasons are qaite satisfactory to me why 
there should be none. To be sure, the officers of 
the Army and Navy cannot at this moment be 
detailed for this service; and if they do detail them, 


as 


| they are probably some who could not serve else- 
| where; but itis under the charge of the engineers 


and the principal men in the office, and the system 
goes along perfectly well, just as it has hereto- 
fore. 

Suppose you put it under the charge of revenue 
officers. I am bound to say that the revenue of- 
ficers are not, as a general rule, so far as | have 
known anything about them, men capable of man~ 
aging this business so well. They can manage 


_a ship; they can attend to their business at sea; 
| but they have not the requisite information and 


knowledge to attend to this duty in addition to 
their own. The Secretary might have had an 


| idea thatit could work under his direction, through 
- The VICE PRESIDENT. There is anamend- || 


the officers of the revenue; but I think he will find 
himself very much mistaken, and that he will be 
imposing upon them a business to which they 
would hardly be adequate. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Michigan that he had better examine 
the matter further before he presses this bill. If 
he then remains of the same opinion, perhaps | 
shall make no objection to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have very carefully ex- 
amined the same report to which the Senator 
alludes, and I confess that I came to a different 
conclusion, although not wholly from that report. 
The object of this bill is not to change—as the 
Senator from lowa seems to be so desirous that 
it should—the service entirely; but to leave it op- 
tional with the Secretary either to appoint from 
Army or Navy officers or the revenue service. If 
there is an incompetent man in the revenue ser- 
vice, of course the Secretary would not appoint 
him. If he proved himself incompetent, of course 
the Secretary would remove him. 

Then again, sir, we have actually paid starva- 
tion prices until this year to our revenue officers. 


| We have raised their pay, and we are raising the 


grade of character in that service. Now, no man 
will say that Captain Faunce is not as capable to 
superintend a light-house as any captain in the 
Navy. There are other equally good officers in 
that service. The bill leaves it optional with the 
Secretary of the Treasury either to appoint an 


| officer of the Army or Navy or of the revenue ser- 


vice; and that is all there is of it. 

Now, sir, at this time we have not the Army 
or Navy officers to spare. We have three or four 
light-house inspectors upon the lakes, and there 
are no officers to be detailed to that service, We 
have revenue officers there who can perform this 
service, who are applying for it, who are anxious 
to perform it. It will be done without one shil- 
ling of expense to the Government. You pay no 
extra pay, no mileage, no perquisites. I see no 
reason why this bill should not be passed, and 
passed at once. I think it is for the interest of 
the service, and it will be an economical measure 
tothe Treasury. Ihope, however, theamendment 
of the Senator from Iowa will not be adopted. 
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t Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from Maine de- || officers of the Army and Navy. The other was || terms, as I understand it, an appropriation of 
I ® <rod me to state the reason why I offered this ||) my own proposition, which I withdrew at the || $100,000. 
I , amendment. I will do so very briefly. Itis to || suggestion of the Senator from Maine. The Sen- || 


-arry out, as I understand it, the principle of the |, 


Syator from Michigan and of the Committee on 


Commerce, Who proposed the original amend- || 
ment that we are now acting upon. They pro- | 
ose, as | understand it, to put the entire control, | 


so far as the inspection and practical control of 


-he [ight-house system is concerned, into the charge 


the hunds of such civiliansas the Secretary of the 
Treasury may select. Now, if that be so, neither 
the Navy Department nor the War Department 
ought to be required to hold a portion of the men 
attached to their services in reserve for the pur- 
pose of being used in connection with the light- 
jjouse service; nor should either of those services, 
or the men who are attached to those services, be 
required to come in, as the Senator has just sug- 
cested before he took his seat, to piece out and to 
fill up vacancies that may occur in case the Sec- 


retary of the ‘Treasury may not be able to find | 


competent and skillful men in the corps which is 
under his special charge. 

| understand that to be the objection that the 
Senator from Michigan urges to my amendment. 
He wants to have, as a general rule, as a princi- 
ple, these inspectors and other officers selected 
from the revenue service or from civil life; but in 
case there should occur a vacancy which the Sec- 


retary cannot fill, then he shall be authorized to | 


detail an officer either from the Army or Navy. 


| try. 





ator from Iowa seems to have so exalted an opin- 
ion of the Army and Navy officers that he thinks 


revenue officers. 


} I hope 
that the amendment to the amendment will not be 


| adopted. Let them go as other servants do where 


they are ordered to go, and let the revenue officers 
do the same thing. Ido not think that any ser- 
vice is degraded by coming in competition or in 
connection with the revenue service of this coun- 
I deny it. 

Mr. HALE. There is danger of our getting 
excited on this bill, and of its taking up consid- 
erable time and crowding out the regular order. 
There seems to be a difference of opinion about 
it, even among the distinguished gentlemen who 
have spoken on it; and | move that it be post- 
poned for the purpose of taking up the regular 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator calls 
for the regular order of the day, and it is now 
before the Senate. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 108) 
for the release of certain persons held to service 
or labor in the District of Columbia, the pending 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Itis to be expended under 


| the direction of the President, just as these appro- 


5 cers Ks || priations are always made. 
they are to be degraded by coming in contact with || 


Sir, they are public servants to | 
do the duties to which they are assigned, and I 

|| do not think their dignity will be at all injured 
| by co6perating with the revenue officers. 
of the revenue Officers, or in case there is a defi- || 
~jieney in the number of those officers, then into | 


_Mr. HALE. No, sir; not as such appropria- 

tions are always made. When the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. Foster] introduced one in re- 
gard to taking possession of the cotton lands, there 
was a limit made how much per capita they should 
have; and my impression is that generally when 
we have made appropriations for sending back 
slaves who have been taken from slavers on the 
high seas, we have made them per capita—we have 
not left it to the discretion of the President. 


SENATE SMOKED OUT. 


Mr. GRIMES. Itis impossible for us to sit 
here in this smoke; we can hardly breathe; and 
I therefore move that the Senate adjourn until 
Monday next. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
to adjourn over? 

Mr. GRIMES. I make it now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. You should make thatas 
a preliminary motion. 

Mr. GRIMES. Then I move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRIMES. 
adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Before that motion is put, 


Has a motion been made 


I now move that the Senate 


I should like to inquire what has become of our 
resolution to remove these bakeries? All this 
smoke comes from there. That resolution passed 


[ do not want any such disparagement as that | 


question being on the amendment proposed by 
thrown upon either the Army or the Navy. If | 


Mr. Doouittte to the amendment of Mr. Davis, 


you want the business conducted properly, let one 
service or the other be responsible for it. Then 
there will be a pride on the part of that particular 
service in having it properly performed. If you 
vive it to the Treasury and the revenue service, 
let the revenue service be responsible, and in time 


the Senator from Michigan and the Secretary of | 


the Treasury may make the revenue service re- 
spectable in the eyes of the ened As it is, 
we do not know anything about it. 

. - ~ 
ing up a sortof navy under the control of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of which no man onearth 
hasany information. We donotknow—lappre- 


hend there is not a member of this body who || 
knows—of how many that service is composed, | 


how many captains there are, how many lieuten- 
ants, or What may be the number of sub-officers 
in it. They are not sent before the Senate for 
confirmation, We have no register of them pub- 
lished. We pay them, and that is all we do or 
have to do in connection with them. My impres- 
sion has been that there was not the highest order 
of talent in that service. I may be mistaken. If 
I am mistaken, if the Senator from Michigan is 
willing to throw the entire responsibility of the 
light-houses upon them, he may in time, asI say, 
clevate the standard of that service. 

If we are going to make this experiment again, 
I want thisamendment adopted, because if we are 
going to make the experiment I do not want either 
the Army or Navy in any degree responsible for 
it. I want the revenue service and the Secretary 
of the Treasury—if he has recommended and made 


Ve are build- | 








The amendment of Mr. Davis is to insert, as 
an additional section: 


ind be it further enacted, That all persons liberated under 
this act shall be colonized out of the limits of the United 
States, and the sum of $100,000, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, shall be expended 
under the direction of the President of the United States for 
that purpose. 


Mr. DooxitrLe proposes so to amend the | 


amendment as to make it read: 


the United States to aid inthe colonization and settlement, 


with their own consent, of tree people of color from said | 
| District inthe republics of Hayti and Liberia, or elsewhere. | 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. At the suggestion of a | 


friend, I desire to make a verbal alteration in the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator to do so. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to change it in 
this way: strike out in the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Kentucky, the words, ‘all per- 
sons liberated under this act shall be colonized out 
of the limits of the United States, and,’’ and also 
the words ‘‘ for that purpose,” at the end of his 
amendment, and add the following at the end of it: 

To aid in the colonization and settlement of such free 
people of African descent now residing in said District as 
may desire to emigrate to the republics of Hayti or Liberia, 
or such other country beyond the limits of the United States 
as the President may determine. 

So that the amendment, if amended as I pro- 
pose, will read: 


It is in the power 











the Senate some time ago. 

Mr. HALE. It failed in the House. 

Mr. FOOT. I will answer the Senator. The 
Senate passed a resolution directing the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings to remove the Army 
bakeries from the basement story of this build- 
ing. It was passed by the unanimous vote of the 
Senate, and went to the House of Representatives, 


|| and after lying there some weeks, was taken up, 
And he it further enacted, That the sum of $100,000, out 

of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, | 

shall be expended under the direction of the President of | 


and upon, consideration, on a vote by yeas and 
nays, it was voted down by a decided majority. 
I think the continuance of those bakeries is an 
outrage upon the occupants of this building, and 
upon the public at large. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the House of 
Representatives be respectfully informed that the 


| Senate is compelled to adjourn on account of the 


smoke from the bakeries. [‘*Oh, no.’’} I think 


| it ought to be called to their attention officially. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill of the Sen- 
ate No. 108, is the subject before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. On which I had the door, and 
gave way for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. GRIMES. I made that motion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow me to make one 
remark. I think it would be advisable to request 
the House, since their patriotism will not allow 
them to have the bakeries removed, to remove 
them over to their side. It seems that they are 
willing that we should take all the injury on our 
side and be smoked out as long as it does not 
affect them. 





Mr.GRIMES. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senate will not 
| adjourn for so trifling a cause; 
| ‘The VICE PRESIDENT. 
| debatable. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays 
| upon it. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I should 
like to have a brief executive session. There are 
| one or two important cases that should be acted 
upon. ¥ 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


this suggestion to the Committee on Commerce— 
to have the entire credit that may fall to them; 
and in order that they may have the entire credit | 
with the mercantile and commercial community, | 
with the men of commerce, I want them to have 
the sole appointment from their own service of 
all these inspectors. Mr. President, we have tried 
thisthingonce. A few yearsago the light-houses 
were under civil superintendence. 1 think aman 
by the name of Pleasanton was the chief. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Fifth Auditor. 

Mr.GRIMES. Gentlemen who represent com- 
mercial cities can bear testimony as to what the 


That the sum of $100,000, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, shall be expended,underthe | 
direction of the President of the United States, to aid in the | 
colonization and settlement of such free people of African | 
descent now residing in said District as may desire to emi- | 
grate to the republics of Hayti or Liberia, or such otber | 
country beyond the limits of the United States as the Pres- | 
ident may determine. 





The motion is not 





And upon that amendment to the amendment, 
1 call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HALE. I want to suggest to the Senator | 
from Wisconsin that that amendment is exceed- 


condition of the light-house service was when it 
was taken out of his hands, out of civilians’ hands, 
and placed in the hands of the Army and Navy. 
If the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commit- 
tee on Commerce are willing to make the experi- 
ment aga), I am content that they should do it, 
but I do not want any other service to share any 
responsibility that may flow from it with them. 








ingly loose and indefinite, and it will be unsafe 
legislation to adopt it as itis. It simply appro- 
priates $100,000 to aid in this colonization, and 


| does not limit the direction it shall take, how itis 
| to aid them, or how extensive the aid may be. 


According to the amendment as it now stands, 
the whole $100,000 might be taken to help one 
colored person off. There is no limit as to the 
amount per head that shall be paid, no direction 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Carlile, Clark, Davis, Dov- 
little, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Howard, Kennedy, Lane ot 
Indiana, Powell, Saulsbury, Simmons, Trumbull, Wilkin- 
son, Wilson of Missouri, and Wright—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Browning, Collamer, Dixon, Hale, Har- 


Pomeroy, Sherman, Stark, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wade, 
Willey, and Wilson uf Massachusetts—19. 


py 
| resultied—yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 


| 
| lan, Harris, Henderson, Howe, King, Latham, Morrill, 


J So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on Com- So the Senate re j 


merce did not recommend the appointment of 
civilians. They simply recommended that rev- | 
enue officers might be appointed in addition to 


given as to the manner in which it shall be paid | 
—whether it shall be paid for supporting them | 
after they get there, or for their transportation to | 


| 
| 
| 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 


} 
| 
| 


go there—but simply in loose, indefinite, general || by Mr. Morris, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
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House had passed the following bill and joint 


resolution; in which the concurrence of the Senate | 


wae re queste d: 

A bill (No. 344) to secure to pilots, engineers, 
sailors, and crews upon gunboats and war vessels 
bounty and pensions; and 

A joint resolution (No. 55) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to cause the steam frigate 
Roanoke to be tron clad and otherwise improved, 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


i} 


The message also announced that the President | 


of the United States had, on the 17th instant, 


approved and signed the following acts and reso- 
lea taeamne 


states : 
An act (H.R. No. 114) authorizing floats to | 


ue in satisfaction of claims against the United 


| 


States for lands sold by them within the Las 


Ornivas and La 
Lousiana; 

An act (EL. R. No. 341) to authorize the pur- 
chase of coin, and for other purposes; and 

A resolution (HL. R. No. 51) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to inquire into the causes 
of the failure of certain contracts for steam ma- 
chinery, and to remit penalties connected there- 
with, 

And on the 19th instant: 

An act (H.R. No. 353) to provide for the ap- 
pomtment of clerks in the office of the Assistant 
‘Treasurer at Boston, to fix their salaries, and to 


Nana grants, in the 


State of | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


provide forthe absence of the Assistant Treasurer, | 


aud for other purposes. 
COMMODORE DU PONT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate the following message from the President of 


the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


| 
| 
| 


The third section of the “act further to promote the effi- 


ciency of the Navy,” approved 2lst December, 1861, pro 
vides “that the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, shall have the author 
ity to detail (rom the retired list ofthe Navy forthe command 
ef equadrons and single ships, such officers as he mav be 
lieve that the good of the service requires to be thus placed 
in command; and such officers may, if upon the recom 
rye nied 
reccive a vote of thanks of Congress for thei? services and 
gallantry in action against an enemy, be restored to the 
active let, and not otherwise.” 

In contormity with this law, Captain Samuel F. Du Pont, 

the Navy, was nominated to the Senate for continuance 

the flag officer in command of the squadron which re 


expedition to the coasts of South Carolina, Georgia, and 
Florida. 


ition of the President of the United States they shall | . . . 
x. || Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, obtained the floor. 


| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (3. No. 239) to provide for the pub- 
lic defense, and to accept a loau of money therefor from the 
several States, be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
| 


| The following bill and joint resolution from the 
| House of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 344) to secure to pilots, engineers, 
sailors, and crews upon gunboats and war ves- 
sels, bounty and pensions—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A joint resolution (No. 55) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to cause the steam frigate 
Roanoke to be iron clad and otherwise improved— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate adjourned. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, March 21, 1862. 
| ‘The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Stockton. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

| The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in reply to a resolution of 
the House of Representatives of March 17, 1862, 
calling for information in relation to the marshal 
} and district attorneys of the northern district of 


| New York; which was referred to the Committee 


STATIONERY OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from the 
| Postmasterof the House, in answertoa resolution 
of the House inquiring as to the amount of sta- 
tionery furnished to committees; which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE WEST. 


| Mr. WICKLIFFE. Lrise to aquestion of priv- 


! ilege, which I think belongs to a member of the 


ii 
1] 
cently rendered such important service to the Union in the | 


Believing that no occasion could arise which would more | 


fully correspond with the intention of the law, or be more 
pregnant with happy influence as an example, [I cordially 
recommend that Captain Samuel F. Du Pont receive a vote 
ofthanks of Congress tor his services and gallantry displayed 
in the capture, since the 2lst December, L361, of various 
points on the coasts of Georgia and Florida, particularly 
Brunswick, Cumberland island and sound, Ametia island, 


| Mr. WICKLIFFE. 


the towns of St. Mary’s, St. Augustine, and Jacksonville, | 


and Fernandina, ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 
Wastineton Crry, March 20, 1862. 


rhe message was read, 


} 


On motion of Mr. GRIMES, it was referred to | 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of exee- 
utive business. Itis important to have an exec- 


utive session for a few moments, and then we can | 


adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Massachusetts will let us proceed with the reso- 
lution from the House of Representatives tender- 
ing the ad of the General Government to such 
States as think proper to emancipate their slaves. 
Perhaps we can get a vote on that, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
tor from Hiimois that it is not to be expected that 
a resolution of that character, affecting as it does 
the interests of the border States, can be passed 
in one hour or two hours or aday. We must 
express our views upon it before such a resolu- 
tion can be adopted here. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it is to be discussed, 
we may as well hear the discussion now. 
Senator from Delaware designs to make a speech 
upon it, he can do so now. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I renew my 
motion that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
spent in the consideration of executive business, 
the doors were reopened. 


I will state to the Sena- | 


[ hope.the Senator from | 


Asthe 


House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri was recognized,and the Chair does not know 
how he can be taken off the floor by any question 
of privilege. 

Give me the floor, sir, 
and I will state it. It is a question of privilege, 
and [ think I have a right to state it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman willstate his 
| question of privilege. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. The day before yester- 

day in the debate upon a proposition to amend 
| 
| ernment—— 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman’s statement cannot involve a question 
| of privilege. It is only a personal explanation, 
| and a personal explanation can only be made by 

unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. 

a personal explanation, but to call upon a mem- 

ber to knowif he is correctly reported in the 

Globe, and then I will make my question of priv- 
lege, 

The SPEAKER. It is a question of personal 

explanation and not of privilege. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Then if Ihave to appeal 

to the justice of the House for unanimous con- 
sent, Lask it for the purpose of ascertaining from 


on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. - 


The Chair thinks that the | 


Prayer 


} 


| the tax bill, I referred to the action of this Gov- | 


E. 





P - a Mareh 2]. 


There being no objection the bill w 
from the Speaker’s table, and the ame 
the Senate were agreed to, as follows: 

First amendment: 

Page 1, after line sixteen, insert: 

Provided, That the length and character of the 


ment and service be such as to entitle the 
law, to such pension. 


as taken 


hndments of 


ir enlist 
m, under « Xistine 
“s 


Second amendment: 


Strike out section threc, and insert in lieu thereor 
following: t the 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the heirs ors 
killed in battle, or ot those who may have died from wouyo, 
received while so in service, shall be entitled to re ones ute 
bounty and pay to which they would have been entitled 
had they been regularly mustered into service: Pyo,j4,. 
That the bounty and pay referred to in this act sh Vln Wt he 
payable unless their term of enlistment and service py. , 
such duration as to entitle them to receive the same, 

ing to existing laws. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, moved to reconsider 
the votes by which the amendments of the Senate 
were agreed to; and also moved to lay the mot 
to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


aceon) 


ion 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. WICKLIFFE. L ask unanimous consent 


of the House to make a personal explanation, 

There was no objection, 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Lovesoy] whether 
he is correctly reported in the following paragraph 
from yesterday’s Globe: : 


**T will simply add, without consuming my five minutes, 


| that in the case of the Creole, to which the gentleman from 


Kentucky alluded, although the Government, then virty 
ally in the hands of slaveholders, did make some att inpt 
to obtain pay for those slaves from the British Government, 
it was not granted to them; and I reiterate the statement 
that thé General Government has never recognized the right 
of property in human beings. They have simply let it alone 


| in the States because the Constitution, as they conceived, 
| did not give them the power to interfere with it there. {1 


has been simply skulking behind the doctrine of State soy 
ereignty.”’ 

I desire to state 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not see that there is any 
personal explanation in that. ; 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has no contro! 
over it. The House has given the gentleman per- 
mission to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. STEVENS. I understand the gentleman 
is about to get up a discussion on the Creole 





matter. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. No, sir; I wish to prove 


| what I said in the debate was the fact; and the 
| gentleman [Mr. Lovesoy] ought to have known 


better. My statement in substance was, thatthe 


| Government of the United States, in allof its de- 


| 


lam not going to make | 


\ 


partments, executive, legislative, and judicial, and 
in its foreign intercourse, had regarded slaves as 
property. As such the Constitution, the laws of 
the United States, and the laws of natious, had 
yrotected it as property. 

I referred to the case of the Creole, and stated 


| that the British Government had paid the owners 


of the slaves on that vessel. The gentleman docs 


the member from Illinois [Mr. Lovesoy] whether | 


he is correctly reported in the Globe. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 


tucky asks unanimous consent to make a personal 


explanation. Is there objection ? 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Yes, sir. I want 
to ask the House to take up a bill for the benefit 


| of some of our soldiers, and that is of more im- 


portance than any personal explanation. I ask 
the unanimous consent of the House to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill of the House (No. 
148) to secure to the officers and men actually 
employed in the western department, or depart- 
ment of Missouri, their pay, aster and pension, 
which has been returned from the Senate with 
amendments. [desire that the amendments shall 
be concurred in. 


not withdraw his contradiction. I now produce 
a public document, printed by order of Congress. 
Itis the proceeding of the joint commission, of 
Mr. Upham of the United States, and Mr. Hanby 
of England, and Mr. Bates of London, a jurist 
of great ability and character, which reads as fol- 
lows. This adjudication embraced the slaves of 
two other ships. The British Government paid 
the money for the whole of these slaves: 

Bates Umpire: 

This case having been submitted to the umpire for his 
decision, he hereby reports that the claim has grown cut 
of the following circumstances : 

The American brig Creole, Captain Ensor, sailed from 
Hampton Roads, in the State of Virginia, on the 27th Oc 


| tober, 1841, having on board one hundred and thirty five 


slaves, bound for New Orleans. On the 7th November, at 
nine o’clock in the evening, a portion of the slaves ros 
against the officers, crew, and passengers, wounding >" 
verely the captain, the chief mate, and two of the crew, and 


murdering one of the passengers ; the mutineers, having g0t 


complete possession of the vessel, ordered the mate, under 
threat of instantdeath, should he disobey or deceive them, 
to steer for Nassau, in the island of New Providence, 
where the brig arrived on the 9th of November, 1541. 


The American consul was apprised of the situation of 


the vessel, and requested the Governor to take measures 0 
prevent the escape of the slaves, and to have the murderers 
secured. The consul received reply from the Governor, 


stating that, under the circumstances, he would comply 
with the request. : 

The consul went on board the brig, placed the mate tn 
command in place of the disabled master, and found the 
slaves all quiet. 
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,hont noon twenty African soldiers, with an African ser- 


: ae nmanding officer of the vessel. 
as COMME: S 


The consul, on returning to the shore, was summoned to 


+ and corporal, commanded by a white officer, came on | 
un ithe . 
i. The officer was introduced by the consul to the mate | 


rend the Governor and Council, who were in session, who | 
arrend U 


um 
dt epson: x a ite el 

«]. That the courts of the law had no jurisdiction over 
the alleged offenses. # 

«2. ‘That, as information had been lodged before the Gov- 
& of board said vessel while on the high seas, it was expe- 
diet : ; 

ot ee allowed to go at large, and that an investigation ought, 
the refore, to be made into the charges, and examinations 
taken on oath, when, if it should appear that the original 


rmed the consul that they had come to the following | 


vreharging that the erime of murder bad been commit- | 


tthatthe parties implicated inso grave a charge should | 


information was correct, and that a murder had actuaily | 


noon committed, that all the parties implicated in such 1] sions. 


orime or other acts of violence, should be detained here 
until reference could be made to the Secretary of State to 
ascertain whether the parties should be delivered over to 
the United States Government; if not, how otherwise to 
dispose of them. : ; 

“4. That. as soon as such examinations should be taken, 
all persons on board the Creole not implicated in any of the 
offenses alleged to have been committed on board that ves- 
ce], must be released from further restraint.” 

Then two magistrates were sent on board. 
ean consul went also. 


The Ameri- 
The examination was commenced 


on Tuesday the 9th, and was continued on Wednesday the | 


loth, and then postponed until Friday on account of the ill- 
nessor Captain Ensor. On Friday morning it was abruptly, 
and without any explanation, terminated. 


On the same day a large number of boats assembled near | 


the Creole. filed with colored persons, armed with blud- 
geons. They were under the immediate command of the 
pilot who took the vessel into the port, who was an officer 
of the Government, and a colored man. <A sloop or larger 
jaunch was also towed from the shore and anchored near 


the brig. The sloop was filled with men armed with clubs, | 


aud clubs were passed from her to persons in the boats. A 
vast concourse of people were collected on the shore oppo- 
sjte the brig. 

During the whole time the officers of the Government 
were on board they encouraged the insubordination of the 
siaves. 

The Americans in port determined to unite and furnish 
the necessary aid to forward the vessel and negroes to New 
Orleans. 
other American vessels had, in fact, united with the ofti- 
cers, men, and passengers of the Creole to effect this. They 
were to conduct her to Indian Quay, Florida, where there 
was a vessel of war of the United States. 


The consul and the officers and crews of two | 


On Friday morning the consul was informed that attempt | 
would be made to liberate the slaves by force, and fromthe | 
mate he received information of the threatening state of | 


things. 
oflicers went on board the Creole. 
as on board the vessel concerned in the mutiny, were sent 


The result was, the attorney general and other | 
The slaves, identified 


on shore, and the residue of the slaves were called on deck | 


by direction of the attorney general, who addressed them 
in the following terms : 


‘My friends,’? or *“*my men, you have been detained a | 
short time on board the Creole for the purpose of ascertain- | 


ing What individuals were concerned in the murder. They 
have been identified, and will be detained. The rest of you 


are free, and at liberty to go on shore, and wherever you | 


; 


please.’ 

The liberated slaves, assisted by the magistrates, were 
then taken on board the boats,and when landed, were con- 
ducted by a vast assemblage to the superintendent of police, 
by whom their names were registered. They were thus 
forcibly taken from the custody of the master of the Creole 
and lust to the claimants. 

I need not refer to authorities to show that slavery, how- 
ever odious and contrary to the principles of justice and 
humanity, may be established by law in any country ; and, 


having been so established in many countries, it cannot be | 


eontrary to the law of nations. 


7 a , . | 
lhe Creole was on a voyage, sanctioned and protected 


by the laws of the United States and by the laws of nations. 
Her right to navigate the ocean could not be questioned, 
and as growing out of that right, the right to seek shelter 


her own country—must be respected by all nations, for no 
independent nation would submit to their violation. 
Having read all the authorities referred to in the argu 

ments on both sides, | have come to the coneluston that 
the conduct of the authorities of Nassau was in violation 
of the established law of nations, and that the claimants 
are justly entitied to compensation for their losses. I therc- 
fore award to the undermentioned parties, their assigns or 
legal representatives, the sums set opposite their names, 
due on the Joth of January, 1855. 


GUNBOATS, PILOTS, ENGINEERS, ETC. 
Mr. SEDGWICK. 


sent of the House to report back from the Com- 


I ask the unanimous con- | 
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be suspended and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, I desire to say that I hope no motion 
will be made to adjourn over to-morrow, or, if 
made, that the House will not agree to it. There 
are three or four very urgent matters that we can- 


| not take up until we have disposed of the tax bill. 


mittee on Naval Affairs a bill (H. R. No. 344) to || 


secure to pilots, engineers, sailors, and crews upon 
gunboats and war vessels their bounty and pen- 


The bill was originally reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the bill was reported 
back, and read. It provides that the pilots, en- 
gineers, sailors,and crews upon gunboats and war 
vessels of the United States, who have not been 


| regularly mustered into the service of the United 


States, shall be entitled tothe same bounty allowed 
to persons in the naval service, provided they con- 
tinue in service to the close of the present war; 
and that all persons serving as aforesaid, who have 
been or may be wounded or incapacitated for ser- 
vice, shall be entitled to receive for such disability 
the pension allowed by existing laws; and that 


| each and every person shall receive pay accord- 


ing to corresponding rank in the naval service. 


' The second section provides that the heirs of all 





or enter the ports of a friesdly Power in case of distress or | 


any unavoidable necessity. 

A vessel navigating the ocean carries with her the laws 
of her own country, so far as relates to the persons and 
property on board, and, to a certain extent, retains those 


rights even in the ports of the foreign nations she may visit. | 


Now, this being the state of the law of nations, what were 
the duties of the authorities of Nassau in regard to the 
Creole? It is submitted the mutineers could not be tried by 
the courts of that island, the crime having been committed 
onthe high seas. All that the authorities could lawfully 
do, was to comply with the request of the American con- 
sul,and keep the mutineers in custody until a conveyance 
could be found for sending them to the United States. 

The other slaves, being perfectly quiet, and under the 
command of the captain and owners, and on board an Amer- 
ican ship, the authorities should have seen that they were 
protected by the laws of nations ; their rights under which 
cannot be abrogated or varied, either by the emancipation 
act or any other act of the British Parliament. 

Blackstone, fourth volume, speaking of the law of na- 
tions, states: ** Whenever any question arises, which is 
properly the object of its jurisdiction, such law is here 
adopted in its full extent by the common law.” 

The municipal law of England cannot authorizea magis- 
trate to violate the law of nations by invading with an armed 
force the vessel of a friendly nation that has committed no 
offense, and forcibly dissolving the relations which, by the 


laws of his country, the captain is bound to preserve and | 


enforce on board. ~ 

These rights, sanctioned by the Jaw of nations, namely : 
the right to navigate the ocean, and to seek shelter in case 
of distress or other unavoidable cirewmstances, and to re- 
tain over the ship, her cargo, and passengers, the laws of 


eee 


persons who have been and may be employed as 
aforesaid, or who have been or may be killed in 
battle, or of those who have died or shall die of 


|| wounds received while so employed, shall be paid 


the bounty and pension allowed under existing 
laws of the naval service, according to rank, as 
provided in the preceding section. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs recommended 
amendments, as follows: 


Atthe end of the first section insert the following proviso : 

Provided, That no person receiving pension or bounty 
under the provisions of this act, shall receive either pen- 
sion or bounty for any other service in the present war. 

In the second section, after the word * the,’ insert the 
words “ widows and ;” so that it will read: * That the wid- 
ows and heirs of all persons,”? &e. 

Amend the title by striking out the word “ their 3°? sothat 
it will read: “ Billto secure to pilots, engineers, sailors, 
and crews upon gunboats and war vessels bounty and pen- 
sions.”’ 


Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to inquire of the chair- 


man of the Committee on Naval Affairs whether 
itis understood that this bill, of which the first 
section seems a little ambiguous, applies to pilots, 
engineers, and sailors on gunboats on the west- 
ern rivers ? 

Mr. SEDGWICK. 
ject of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then it is manifestly right, 
clearly right, no doubt of it. 

The question was taken on the amendments to 
the bill; and they were respectively agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

Mr. SEDGWICK moved to reconsider the vate 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

IRON-SHEATHING THE ROANOKE. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. [ask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Naval Affairs a 
joint resolution, the propriety of which will ap- 
pear. It is very short, and there is a necessity 
for its immediate passage. 

The joint resolution was read. It authorizes 
the Secretary of the Navy to cause the United 
States steam frigate Roanoke to be iron clad and 
otherwise altered and improved, in his discretion, 
at the earliest day possible. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was reported, received its several readings, and 

assed. 


It does. 


Mr. SEDGWICK moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. STEVENS. Before moving that the rules 


That is the ob- 


But there are things that can be acted on to-mor- 
row, such as amendments fram the Senate, and 
one or two matters for the ‘Treasury Department, 
which are important to have acted on. lL intend, 
therefore, before we adjourn to-day, to move to 
postpone the tax bill unul Monday, so that we 
may attend to those other matters to-morrow. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. May I ask the 
chairman of the Committee of Wa 3 and Means 
this question: if we meet on Semmrlares and work 
industriously on that day and other days, how 


| soon, probably, will Congress be able to adjourn ? 


Mr. STEVENS. That depends upon how 
many objections there may be to the tax bill. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Lhave made none. 


The gentleman will acquit me. T have a great 


many objections to it, but I see no use in making 


any. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope, so far as the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means is concerned, that we 
shall be able to adjourn by the Ist of May. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I hope so. 

Mr. STEVENS. But, in order to do that, we 


, must work more days than we have done, and 


on Sundays. 


perhaps a little in the evenings. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
{ Laughter. ] 
Mr. STEVENS. I desire to get out of the way 
a few bills that cannot, without great detriment 


And extra hours 


| to the public service, be acted on until the tax bill 


is disposed of. Hence, | ask the House not to 

adjourn over to-morrow. Of course, it is not 

necessary for every member to be present when 

these bills are being acted on to-morrow. ‘They 

are not quite so importantas the tax bill, although 

they are quite important to the Department. 
PAY, ETC., OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, by unanimous con- 
sent, reported back from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, with amendments, an act to define 
the pay and emoluments of certain officers of the 


| Army,and for other purposes; which was recom- 


mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CONFISCATION, 

Mr. BINGHAM asked and obtained leave to 
have printed the substitutes reported by him yes- 
terday for the bills (H.R. No. 107 and No. 126) 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary in 
reference to the confiscation of property. 

LAW OF PRIZE. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. Lask unan- 
imous consent to have taken from the Speaker’s 
table a bill to facilitate judicial proceedings in ad- 
judications upon captured property, and for the 
better administration of the law of prize, returned 


| from the Senate with a few verbal amendments, 


which Task may be concurred in, 
There being no objection, the bill was taken 


| from the Speaker’s table, and the amendments 


reported, as follows: 

Strike out the words “ final decree,” in the first section, 
and insert in lieu thereof the words * further order of the 
eourt.”? 

Section four, after the word * evidence,” insert the word 
*and.”? 

Same section, strike out the words “ and as soon as prac- 
ticable thereafter,’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ to 


| the end that.’’ 


Same section, strike out the words “ of distribution,” 
wherever it occurs. 

Section five, after the word “trade,” insert the words 
‘determining what public ships of the United States are 
entitled to'share in the prize, and whether the prize was of 
superior, equal, or inferior force to the vessel or vessels 
making the capture ;”? so that the sections will read: 

And if the same be so found by the court, upon sald report 
or other evidence, the court may thereupon order an inter- 
locutory sale thereof by the United States marshal, and the 
deposit of the gross proceeds of such sale in the registry of 
the court, to abide the further order of the court, whether 
a claim to said property has or has not been interposed. 

’ Sec. 4. 4nd be it further enacted, That whensoever a 
final decree of condemnation of property captured as prize 
shall have been made, unless an interlocutory sale has been 
made as hereinbefore provided for, the property shal! be sold 
by the United States marshal pursuant to the practice and 
proceedings in admiralty, and the gross proceeds of such 
sale shall be forthwith deposited in court; and thereupon 
the prize commissioners shall proceed, under the direction 
of the court. to take the requisite evidence and to determine 
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the rights of parties as distributees of such prize proceeds, 
and report the same to the court, to the end thata final de- 


eree shall be made, and within thirty days after the entry 
of the same the elerk of the court shall ransmitto the Treas- 
ury of the United States the moneys so deposited in court, 


togetber W 
dueting from 


ith a certified copy of the said decree, atter de 
tid moneys the costs of courtand the charges 
and expenses heretnbetore provided tor. 
». And be ut further enacted, That the provisions of 
this act shall apply as well to cases now pending as to all 
of maritime captures, and to captures and seiz- 
uoaderthe laws forthe abolition of the slave trade ; 
determining what public ships of the United States are en- 
titted to share in the prize, and whether the prize was of 
equal, or interior force to the vessel or vessels 
making the eapture 5 and all laws and parts of laws incon- 
istent herewith are hereby repealed. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. The only 
effect of the amendments is, that the decree of the 
court, instead of fixing the persons among whom 
the prize money is to be distributed, names merely 
the vessels, and leaves the distribution to be made 
by the Navy Department. I move that the House 
concur in all the Senate amendments. 

‘The amendments were severally concurred in. 


PUBLIC DEFENSE. 


See 


‘ 
wiure ea 


res mad 


thperior, 


Mr. RICE, of Maine, by unanimous consent, | 
introduced a bill to provide for the public defense | 


and to aceent loans of money therefor from the 


several States; which was read a first and second | 


time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. g 
TAX BILL. 
Mr. STEVENS. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended,and the [louse resolve itself into the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on | 


the tax bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cot- 
FAX inthe chair,) and resumed the consideration 


of the special order, being the bill of the House | 
(Neo. 312) to provide internal revenue to support | 
the Government and pay interest on the public | 


debt, 


The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- | 


mittee rose 


onsideration of the fifty-fourth section, as fol- 
lows: 

-Ind be it further enacted, That the owner, agent, or su- 
permntendent ot 
mented liquors, or of any still, boiler, or other vessel used 
im the distilation of spirits on which duty is payable, who 
shall neglect or retuse to make true and exact entry and 
report of the same, or to do, or cause to be done, any of the 
things by this act required to be done as aforesaid, shall for- 
feittor every such neglect or refusal all the liquors and 
spirits made by orfor him, and all the vessels used in mak- 
ing the same, and the stills, boilers, and other vessels used in 
distillation, together with the sum of $500,to be recovered 
with costs of suit; which said liquors or spirits, with the 
veserls containing the same, with all the vessels used in 
making the same, may be seized by any collector of inter- 
nal duties, and held by him until a decision shall be had 
thereon according to law: Provided, That such seizure be 
made within three months after the cause for the same may 
have occurred, and that a prosecution or action thereupon 
shall have been commenced by such collector within twenty 
days after the seizure thereot, 


The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment | 


at the rising of the committee yesterday was, as 
follows: 

Add at the end of the section the following: 

One haltot which penaity shall be for the use of the Uni 
ted States, and the other half thereof shall accrue to the 
benefit of the common schools of the State in which col- 
lected, and any collector or deputy collector who shall tail 
to prosecute any person to him known to be liable to the 
penalty of this section, shall be fined $100, 


‘The committee divided on the amendment, and 
no quorum voted, The question will be again 
taken. 

On a division there were —ayes 5, noes 60. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will order 
tellers, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I moved the pending amend- 
ment yesterday, and | will not further press it upon 
the attention of the committee. : 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. The proviso to this section 
reads as follows: 

Provided, Thaisuch seizure be made within three months 
atter the cause tor the same may have occurred, and that 


& prosecution or action thereupon shall have been com 
meneed by such collector within twenty days atter the 


ecizure thereof. 

On motion of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Morritt) that proviso was amended by inserting 
afiéy the word * occurred,”? the words * and 


, » dem anes an alae ie ee) ee : ; i 
brought to the knowledge of the collector.”? The || thereof; and until suci duties with such addition shall be |! 


yesterday, they were engaged in the | 


any vessel or vessels used in making fer- |! 


proviso, as I understand it, was in the nature of 
| a statute of limitation. Is it not, then, a matter 
| intolerable that the forfeiture is to be based, not 
| upon willful neglect, but upon the mere neglect of 
the party? And the prosecution can be commenced 
years afterwards, and the person charged cannot 
escape unless he complies with this absurdity that 
| he gave notice three months before of the very 
| neglect or refusal on which the charge is made. 
The proviso as it now stands does away with the 
presumption of law of the ianocence of the a 
accused, which applies to all criminal proceed- 
ings or quasi criminal proceedings, in the nature 
of which this is. I move, therefore, to strike out 
the proviso as it now stands, and to insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 


Provided, That said seizure be made within ninety days 
| after the cause for the same may have occurred, and the 
prosecution of the action thereupon shall be commenced by 
| said collector within twenty days after the seizure thereof. 
| Mr. STEVENS. I suppose that the amend- 
| ment applied to the prosecution, and not to the 
| seizure. In all statutes of limitation in civil suits 
where the cause of action is fraudulently concealed, 
the statute of limitation never runs until after the 
fact becomes known. It is not so in criminal ac- 
tions unless there is an express provision. I hope 
that the amendment will not be agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have 
to modify his amendment to bring it within the 


| 
| 
) rule. 

‘Mr. POMEROY. My object is to restore the 
proviso as it originally stood. I have made it 
ninety days instead of three months. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection 
that will be considered as bringing the amendment 
within the rule. 

| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRISON. I move to strike out the 
words ** together with the sum of $500, to be re- 
covered with costs of suit; which said liquors or 
spirits, with the vessels containing the same, with 
|| all the vessels used in making the same;”’ so that 
it will read: 
nd be it further enacted, That the owner, agent, or su- 
| perintendent of any vessel or vessels used in making fer- 
| mented liquors, or of any still, boiler, or other vessel used 
| in the distillation of spirits on which duty is payable, who 
| shall neglect or refuse to make true and exact entry and 
| report of the same, or to do, or cause to be done, any of the 
| things by this act required to be done as aforesaid, shall for- 
| feit for every such neglect or refusal all the liquors and 
spirits made by or for him, and all the vessels used in mak- 
| ing the sume, or the stills, boilers, and other vessels used in 
} distillation, may be seized by any collector of internal du- 
| ties, and held by him until a decision shall be had thereon 
} according to law. 

Mr. STEVENS. It seems to me that that part 

of the section has already been adopted by the 

committee, and that amendment to it is not now 

in order. I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRISON. My recollection is that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania moved to strike out 
all except that which had reference to the forfeit- 
ure of the liquors manufactured. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me that this 
penalty is too enormous. It applies not only to 
the case where the distiller refuses to make a true 
and exact entry and report of the liquors by him 
distilled, but also to the case of mere neglect, 
| which may not be willful. Now, it seems to me 
| thatif all the liquor or spirits by him made are 
| forfeited, and he is subject to a fine of $500, that 
| the penalty will be sufficient. 

Mr. STEVENS. It seems to me that we acted 
| on this same principle yesterday. It may be that 
i 
| 


| the gentleman from Ohio has included a few more 
words to bring his amendment within the rule. 
I do not think that these vessels ought to be ex- 
empted from seizure if there has been a willful 

|| neglect of duty. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


| Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, moved to amend 

the fifty-fifth section by inserting the words *‘ and 

; sold or removed for consumption or sale;”’ so that 
it will read: 


ind be it further enacted, That in all cases in which the 
duties aforesaid, payable on spirituous liquors distilled and 
sold orremoved tor consumption or sale, or beer, lager beer, 
ale, porter, and other similar fermented liquors, shall not 
be paid atthe time of rendering the account of the same, 


} With shall pay, in addition, ten per cent. on the amount 


} as herein required, the person or persons chargeable there- | 
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paid, they shall be and remain a perpetual 1 i 
distillery where such liquors have on distilled sar - 
or removed fur consumption or sale, &c. es 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NOBLE moved to insert after 
‘* per cent.’’ the words “ per annum.” 
“he amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine. In order to make 1) 
section correspond with the previous sections 
move anamendment to the proviso. The | " 
of the bill reads as follows: ' 

Provided, further, That it shall not be } 
distraint of the tools or implements of a trade or Professioy 
or any other articles exempted from distress or execution 
by the laws of any State, beasts of the plow necessary . 
the cultivation of improved lands, arms, or necessary house. 
hold furniture, and apparel for a family. : 

I move to amend by substituting for it the fo). 
lowing: 

Provided, That there shall be exempt from distraint the 
tools or implements ofa trade or profession, one cow, arms 
or necessary huusehold furniture, and apparel! for a famiiy. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The language of this section 
seems to be ambiguous. Does the proviso ex. 
empt the books of lawyers and of the clerical pro- 
fession? This bill ought to be uniform in its ac- 
tion. Do the words * tools or implements” mean 
the books of lawyers, medical men, and the the- 
ological student? I want to put upon the record 
the declaration on the part of this House that it 
was not the intention to exempt the libraries of 
lawyers, physicians, and members of the clerical 
profession. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. The words 
of the section will exclude them from the exemp- 
tion here provided, because it exempts those im- 
plements in actual use, which the lawyers’ books 
ordinarily are not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MENZIES. [| am opposed to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Hoiman.] No court would decide that law books 
were tools or implements under the section as it 
stands, and in some professions tools and imple- 
ments are used—for instance, dental surgery, sur- 
veying, engineering, and such employments. No 
man would call Blackstone a too] or an imple- 
ment; the work might in some sense be an instru- 
ment in the hands of a lawyer, but would never 
be called a tool or instrument. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, sir, I have accom- 
plished my purpose by placing on record a com- 
mentary on the use of the word ‘ profession."’ I 
withdraw my amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I wish to suggest an amend- 
ment in the fifty-second line. 1 move to insert 
after the words ‘** public auction,’’ the words 
‘* after due notice of the time and place of sale;”’ 
so that the clause would read: 

But in case of non-payment or neglect to tender as afore- 
said, the said officer shall proceed to sell the said goods, 
chattels, and effects at public auction, after due notice of 
the time and place of sale, and may and shall retain from 
the proceeds uf such sale the amount demandable for the 
use of the United States, with the said necessary and rea- 
sonable expenses of said distraint and sale. 

This amendment isobviously proper, and I pre- 
sume no one will object to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. I move to amend in the forty- 
fifth line of the section by inserting after the word 
‘‘levying”’ the words and advertisement.”’ 1 
will state, in explanation of the amendment, that 
we have amended the bill ina previous section, 
requiring advertisement of property to be sold 
under distraint, and I suppose therefore it will 
be proper to insert the cost of advertisement in 
the costs intended to be covered by this provision. 
The clause of the section, as I have proposed to 
amend it, will read: 

Provided, That in every case of distraint for the pay- 
ment of the duties aforesaid, the goods, chattels, or effects 
so distrained may and shall be restored to the owner or 
possessor if, prior to the sale thereof, payment or tender 
thereof shall be made to the proper officer charged with the 
collection, of the full amountdemanded, together with such 
fee for levying and advertisement, and such sum for the 
necessary and reasonable expenses of removing and keep- 
ing the goods, chattels, and effects so distrained as may be 
allowed in like cases by the laws or practice of the State 
or Territory wherein the distraint shail have been made. 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Rhode Island. I move, in 
the fifty-sixth line, to strike out the word ‘‘ five, 
and insert ** one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


The said officer shall proceed to sell the said goods, 
chattels, and effects at public auction, and may and shall 
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such sale the amount di mand- 
; u eof the United States, with the said neces- 

| reasonable expenses of said distraint and sale, as 

. d. and a2 commission of one per cent. thereon for 
wh use; rendering the overplus, it any there be, to the 


whose goods, chattels, and effects shall have been 


t nroc ix ot 
ie] ecd 


i 
md. 


This amendment is necessary to make the pro- | 
i correspond with an amendment which we | 

ve heretofore adopted, 
Mr. STEVENS. I hope the amendment will 
adopted. This will be no compensation, 
severy one must know. I believe we did adopt 
such amendmentina preceding section, but | 


vis 


¥ waa \ rong, and fT hope it will be restored in the 
House as reported in the bill. 
sa BROWNE, of Rhode Island. Unless this 
mendment is made there will be a comtradiction 
ty oe ‘en the two sections. 
Mr. STEVENS. Bat in the House that can 
be corrected, 
Mr. BROWNE, of Rhode Island. Ah; but the | 
committee has adopted one amendment, and J | 
lope they will continue on in the same direction, 
The amendment was not agreed to. | 
' 
| 
| 


Mr. BLAKE. I move to amend by adding the | 
following to the section, at the end of it: 

ind provided further, That the Provisions of this act for 
the collection of taxes, imposed upon distilled spirits man- | 
ufactured trom and aiter the Ist day of May, 1862, shallap- | 


{ 
ply to all distilled spirits now manufactured or that may be | 
| 


manufaetured previous to the Ist day of May atoresaid. 


Mr. BLAKE, 


committee, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ithink not. | 
hope the amendment will not be adopted, 

Mr. BLAKE called for tellers on the amend- 
ment, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bakr and 
ENGLISH Were appointed, ‘ 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
twenty-eight in the affirmative—a further count 
not being demanded, 

So the amendment was disagreed to, 


Mr. NOBLE. | move to add at the end of the 


following proviso to the section: 


Provided further, That it shail not be lawful to make dis- 
traint of the tools or implements of a trade or profession, or 
any other articles exempted from distress or execution by 
the Jaws of any State. beasts of the plow necessary for 
the cultivation of improved lands, arms, or necessary house- 
hold furniture, and apparel for a tamiiy :— 


as follows: 

Provided further, That when the same shall exceed in 
value $500, the excess Over that sum shall not be exempt. 

I do that to meet tie objection of the gentleman 
from Indiana, {[Mr. Houman,] that there Werecer- 
tain professions or trades which may very likely 
have more than that amount of tools and imple- | 
ments. I think any such tools or implements of 
a trade or profession, whatever it may be, ought 
to be taxed. J hope the amendment will be 
adopted, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Tam opposed to that | 
amendment, and I desire to Say a single word in 
reference to it. These western men have done 
most of the fighting, and I think they should be 
allowed to Pay most of the taxes. This bill taxes | 
them principally. You take from this bill the tax 
you impose upon the articles of tobacco, flour, 
whisky, and every other necessary of life, {laugh- 
ter.] Well, Mr. Chairman, it is jn order to al- 
lude to whisky asa necessary of life, is it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is in order, 

Mr. RICHA RDSON. Exactly, Well, sir, 
when you have taken these articles from the bill 
which apply mostly to western men, you have 
taken nearly everything on which you are to raise 
revenue by this measure, The constituents of 
ny colleague [Mr, Ketioca] will pay $500,000 
upon a single article, while your coal, your iron, 
and your cheese, remain untaxed. 

Mr. STEVENS. I ask if the gentleman is | 
speaking to the amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not. 

Mr.STEVENS, | hope he will confine him- 


self to the amendment, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will con. || 


ine himself to exempting all tools, &c., over $500 | 
in value. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir, | think it | 
ought to be limited to $500, 
The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman must | 
Oppose the amendment, | 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; 1 am opposed | 


This is necessary to make the || 
section correspond with the previous action of the || 


styeteienrarenanene 


totheamendment, [laughter,} because I think $500 
is too small. We tax the West upon ¢ very thing, 
and I think they will 
pay without that. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I was about to inquire of my 
friend from Illinois, whether he does not see that 
this amendment cannot by any possibility oper- 
ate prejudicially to western interests? On the con- 
trary, [ think western interests demand the adop- 
tion of this amendment, for very few lawyers, 
theologians, or doctors, in that country have so 
much in * tools and implements” as $900. But, 


have as much as th y can 


{| Sir, I rise not so much to debate the amendment 


as to offer an amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio, and which I trust he will 
accept. I move to strike ont « $900” and insert 
**$300.”? Take the whole country through, I think 
when aman has more than that amount of prop- 
erty of this description he ought to be taxed on 
the excess of his Property above that amount. 
Three hundred dollars is the ordinary amountex. 
empted, I think, in the western States, and I pre- 
sume elsewhere. It is certainly enough to exempt 
from taxation, and | hope my amendment will be 
concurred in, 

Mr. NOBLE. I will make this single obser- 
vation: the object of this limitation is that there 
shall not be too much property exempted, and 
Inasmuch as the limitation applies to mechanics 
and artificers of every description, I think the 
tools and implements used by them will in many 
instances exceed $300 in value. | must, there- 
fore, for that reason, decline to accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The amendment was disagreed to, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, a message was received 
from the Senate by Mr. ForNeEy, its Secretary, 
announcing thatthe Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles: in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (No. 171) to organize the Navy Depart- 
ment of the United States: and 

A bill (No. 244) to provide for the equitable set- 
tlement of the accounts of the officers and crews of 
the frigate Congress and other vessels, 

The committee resumed its session, and pro- 
ceeded again to the consideration of the 


TAX BILL. 
Mr. PHELPS, of California. I move to amend 


| the fifty-sixth section by striking outin the SIXth 
line afier theawword the,’’ down to and including 


the word “ afory said,’’ in the sixteenth line, as 
follows: 


Assistant assessor of the district of the list of the person 
or persons to be lieensc d, with the rate of the license re- 


| quired stated therein, under the hand and seal of the col- 
lector or deputy collector of the district Wherein the same | 


is required, or of such person Or persons as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue ‘hall from time to time employ 
for that purpose, and the duty thereupon unposed as atore- 
said shall be paid to such collector, or other person, as 
aforesaid, at the time of granting the license; and every 
collector, deputy collector, or other person employed by 
the Commissioner ot Internal Revenue as aforesaid, 


And insert in lieu thereof, as follows: 
Assessor of the district of the list of the person or persons 


| to be licensed, with the rate of the license required stated 


therein, to the collector: and shall be signed by the collector 


| Ora deputy collector of the district wherein the same is re 


} 


quired ; and the duty therewpon imposed as aforesaid shall 


be paid to the collector or his deputy, as aforesaid, at the 
time of granting the license, and every collector and deputy 
collector, &e. 


I offer the amendment in that shape for the pur- 


pose of saving the necessity of offering two or || consent, I wil] move the same amendment to sec- 


three Separate amendments, I strike outthe words 
** assistant assessors”? because the assessor really 


makes out the license, and I think he may as well 


deliver it. The assessor must make up the roll, 


| and practically hand it over to the collector, 


And again, the next amendment is to Strike out 
the words ** under the hand and seal of the col- 


lector or deputy collector of the district wherein | 
| the same is required.” 


I think itis unadvisable to 
have these licenses granted under seal for Various 
reasons, 

The third amendment would be to strike out 
the words “ or of such Person or persons as the 


| Commissioner of [nternal Revenue Shall from 


time to time employ for that purpose.’? 
Under this Lill, we authorize the Commissioner 
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of Internal Revenue to employ no such persons, 
except the collectors themselves, nor should he 


_—— Somes 


have any such authority. The other branches of 
the amendment are to the same general effect, | 
vope my amendment, asa whole, will be adopted, 

The amendment Was agreed to. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move to amend by in- 
Seruiig after the words « United States,” in the 
fourth line, the words “and Territories thereof.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. BLAKE. I move to add also the words 
*fand the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment Was acreed to: so that the 
clause, as amended by the last two amendments, 
Will read as follows: 

“Ind be it further enacted, That every license Which is an- 
thorized or required to be taken Out by this ace shall be 
granted, and the duty thereon Imposed shall be paidin and 


throughout the United States and the ‘Ts Tritories thereof 
and the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HOLMAN, | move to amend the fifty. 
seventh section by striking out, after the ninth line, 
the following words: 

One moiety thereof to the use of the United States, the 
other moiety to the use of the person, Who, if a eal Clor, 
shall first discover, and if other than a collector, shall first 
five information of the fact Whereby said forfeiture was 
incurred. 

It will be seen that this is the same old relic of 
barbarism to which the attention of the committee 
has already been called—that of giving toa publie 
informer one half of the proceeds of his own craft 
and cunning and testimony. If it were not for 
the remarkable local feeling which seems to eXist 
among gentlemen from the great central portion 
of the Union, as well as in the Northwest, I think 
this matter could be easily adjusted. Because 
Pennsylvania perpetuates this qui tam form of ac- 
tion, itis to be perpetuated everywhere else. The 
part of the country which | represent has abol- 
ished this relic of a medieval age entirely, and I 
cannot consent to remain silent and let this pro- 
Vision pass to pay the tax gatherer, who appears 
everywhere, and becomes one of the institutions 
of the country, one half of the amount of these 
recoveries as an inducement to the performance 
of a public duty. Ina monarchy, where all the 
cilizens are not interested in the performance of a 
public duty, this might be necessary, Ina free 
and republican Government, where every citizen 
1S Interested in the performance of every public 
duty, there can be no argument in favor of giving 
one half of the amount recovered to the informer, 
I object to the eff ct which such a provision will 
have upon this ball, I think it will weaken the 
public determination to Sustain this law: and as 
one of the parties upon this floor who is anxious 
that a bill shall pass which shall receive universal 
sanctionand be fully sustained, I do protest against 
this provision, 

Mr. STEVENS. I have only to say that this 
is * Monsieur Tonson come again;’’ for the ninth 
time turned out of this House, and I hope it will 
be again. 

The amendment was not agreed to, 


Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts, | ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to go back and 
offer an amendment to Section fifty-five, to ren,- 
edy what I think was an omission. Itis to insert 
the word «© provisions”’ after the word “ Jand.”? 
It will be observed taat while we exempt from 
distraint furniture, tools, and implements of trade, 
we have not exempted one dollar’s Worth of pro- 
visions, 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
received and adopted. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


¥ 


By unanimous 


tion twenty. 
No objection being made, the amendment Wis 
received and adopted, 


Mr. HARDING. Coming back now to section 
fifty-seven, I move to strike out the words « who, 
ifa collector, shall first discover, and, if other than 
a collector, shall first give information, of the fact 
whereby said forfeiture was ineurred,”’ and to in- 
Sert the words * who shall first sue for the same ;’? 
80 that the clause shall read: 

One moiety thereof to the use of the United States, the 
other moiety to the use Of the person who shal first sue 
for the same. 

As the section now stands, one moiety of the 
penalty is given to the person who, if a coll, ctor, 
shall first make the discovery. The dint ulty is 
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to ascertain when the collector does make the dis- 
covery. Who shall determine when the collector 
makes the discovery? 

More over, itis not politic to pre sent this temp- 
tation to the collector. If one moiety of the pen- 
altyis tobe given toanybody, it should be to him 
who first sues for the same without making any 
invidious distinetion in favor of the collector. 
Why should he be entitled to a moiety of this 


laree penalty on aceount of having made the dis- || 


covery of the fact whereby the forfeiture was in- 
curred? Why should there be a temptation held 


out to the eollector to be prying into matters of 


this sorts 


Why make any provision for his par- 
ticular benefit? 

‘The amendment was not agreed to. 

The fifty-eichth section was read, as follows: 

Ind he it further enacted, That in every license to be 
taken out under or by authority of this act shail be con- 
tained and set forth the purpose, trade, or business for 
which such license is granted, and the true name and place 
of abode of the person or persons taking out the same, and 
the true date or time of granting such license, and (except 
in the case of auctioneers and peddlers) the place at which 
the trade or business forwhich such license is granted shall 


be earried on Provided always, That persons in partner 


ship and uving on their trade or business in one place 
aod set of premises only, shall not be obliged to take ont 
more than one dicense in any one year for the purpose of 


earrying on such trade or business, save and except that 
each and every person whatsoever exercising orf carrying 
on the trade or business of auctioneer or peddlers, or act 
ing as such, shall take out a separate and distinct license 
forthat purpose: dnd provided further, That no one license 
taken out under or by authority of this act by any person or 
persons, except auctioneers and peddlers, shall authorize 
or cinpower such persons to exercise or carry on the trade 
or business mentioned in such license in more than one 
separate and distinet set of premises, such premises being 
all adjoining or contiguous to each other, and situate in 
one place, aod held together for the same trade or business, 
amdot whieh he, she, or they shall have made lawful en 
try, to exercise or carry on therein his, her, or their trade 
or business, as aforesaid, at the time of granting such li 
eense, butthata separate and distinct license shall be taken 
out by all and every such person or persons as aforesaid, 
ptas aforesaid, toexercise or carry on his, her, ortheir 
or business, as aforesaid, at or in any other or differ- 
ent premises than as betore mentioned. 


trivcle 


Mr. RICK, of Massachusetts. T would inquire 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means whether it is the intention that the pro- 
visions of this seetion shall exclude the storage of 
roods in places other than that where the busi- 
he of the firm is carried on? 

Mr. STEVENS. Notatall. 

Mr. WHILTE, of Indiana. I move to insertat 
the end of the first proviso, the words: 

But all partners applying for a license shall furnish the 
full names of each member of the @ru, with the county 
aud State of their residence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I move to add 
it the end of the section, the words: 


-Ind provided further, That merchandise may be stored 


elsewhere than where the business of the firm is conducted. 


Mr. STEVIENS. I wish the gentleman would 
so modify his amendment as to require that such 
merchandise shall be taken to the plac of busi- 
1) for sale 

Mir. RICK, of Massachusetts. I have no ob- 
yeetion to that, and L will modify my amendment 

‘cordingly. Many men are obliged to store their 
merchandise tn places other than where they have 
their countineg-house, ; 

Me. STEVENS. If the gentleman will add to 
his amendment the words **to be sold at their 

ce of business,’ [ shall not object. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, Certainly. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. LOOMIS. L notice in line twenty-two, 
that there is a restriction upon the word ‘* prem- 
ises,’’ as follows: 

Such premises being all adjoining or contiguous to each 
other. 

li seems to me that that restriction is an unrea- 
sonable one. I move to strike out the words: 
**such premises being all adjoining or contiguous 
to each other and situate in one place.” 

i move the amendment for the reason that I 
know that many manufacturers carry on different 
branches of their business in different buildings 
not contiguous to each other; for instance: a gort- 
ing house in one place,a drying house in another, 
and a grinding house, in some kinds of business, 
in another. It seems to me that that restriction 
wilt be sufficient if a license is required for one 
class of business. It will be inconvenient to re- 
quire that each particular kind of business shall 


be carried on in one set of buildings, contiguous 


to each other. 
‘yr 
lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The sixtieth section was read, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That every person exercising 
or carrying on the trade or business of an auctioneer, or 
selling any goods or chattels, lands, tenements, or heredi- 
taments, by auction, shall, over and above any license to 
him or ber granted as an auctioneer, take out such license 
as is required by law, to deal in wholesale or retail, or to 
vend, trade in, or sell any goods or commodities for the 
dealing in at wholesale or retail, or vending, trading in, or 
selling of which a license is specially required, betore he or 
she shall be permitted or authorized to sell such goods or 
commodities at private sale; and if any such person shall 
sell any such goods or commodities, as aforesaid, otherwise 
than by auction, without having taken out such license as 
aforesaid for that purpose. he or she shall be subject and 
liable to the penalty in that behalf imposed upon persons 
dealing in or retailing, vending, trading, or selling any such 
goods or commodities without license, nowwithstanding any 
Jicense to bim or ber betore granted, as aforesaid, for the 
purpose of exercising or carrying on the trade or business 
of an auctioneer, or selling any goods or chattels, lands, 
tenements, or hereditaments by auction, anything herein 
contained to the contrary notwithstanding: Provided al 
ways, That where such goods or commodities as aforesaid 
are the property of any person or persons duly licensed to 
dealin or to retail, or to vend, trade in, or sell the same, 
such person or persons having made lawtul entry of his, 
her, or their house or premises for such purpose, it shall and 
may be lawful for any person exercising or carrying on the 
trade or business of an auctioneer, or selling any goods or 
chattels, lands, tenements, or hereditaments by auction, as 
aforesaid, being duly licensed for that purpose, to sell such 
goods or commodities as aforesaid, at auction, for and on 
behalf of such person or persons, and upon his, her, or their 
entered house or premises, without taking out a separate 
license for such sale. 


Mr. EDWARDS. For the purpose of making 
this section a lite more accurate in form, I move 


| to strike out the words ‘*to vend’? and ** vend- 


| it does. 


ing’? wherever they oceur in the section, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I move to amend 
this section by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That this section shall not apply to judicial or 
executive officers making auction sales, by order of any 
judgment or decree of any State court. 

Mr. JOHNSON. IL would inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
whetherany provision similar to this amendment 
is contained elsewhere in the bill? 

Mr. STEVENS. My impression is there is 
such a provision, but I cannot say without looking 
all through the bill. I know such was the inten- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana whether his amendment 
covers sales by executors and administrators ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Ido not know that 
It should, and therefore I will add to 
my amendment the words * or public sales made 
by executors or administrators,”’ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The provision 
referred to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Jounson,] will be found in the bill on page 
52, under the head of ** auctioneers.”’ 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I think, notwith- 
standing, that the amendment is necessary, and I 
will adhere to it. 

Mr. PORTER. I offer the following as an 
amendment to the amendment: 

Add at the end ** nor to any sales that may be made pur 
suant to the law of any State by an officer having the man 
agement or control of any public or trust funds of such 
State, or of any county, town, or township thereof.” 

I trust that thisamendment willbe adopted. In 
Indiana we have funds for the support of common 
schools, exceeding, in the aggregate, two millions 
of dollars. These funds are loaned to citizens in 


| small sums, by the State or by the counties, ac- 


cording to the particular fund, and the interest is 
applied to the support of schools. ‘The loans are 


| secured by mortgages, and when the interest is 
not punctually paid, or the principal when due and | 
demanded, the mortgaged lands are sold by the | 


i 
| 


officers having the management or control of the 
particular loan at public auction, under a —— 
power, and without any judicial proceeding. If 
this amendment shall not be adopted, every such 


officer will be required, before making any such | 


|| sale, to take outa license as an auctioneer, and 


the amount paid will be so much subtracted from 
the scanty means for educating the children of the 
State. 

All our western States have, it is believed, sim- 


| ilar funds and similar statutory provisions, so that 
| the argument applicable to my own State 1s ap- 


plicable to all of them. It seems to me that no 
one can reasonably object to this amendment. 
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| out the word ** State.”’ 


isa technical term. I have used the term jx 


ee 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I beo to mak 

verbal correction in my amendment. to str; k ae 
the words ** by order,” and insert « by —s 
It has been suggested by the learned 
from Massachusetts that the word 
better be stricken out. I thought, myself. 4 

sales by judicial authority of Federal courta w ae 
be exempted by virtue of their prerogatives: In 
perhaps [ am wrong, and therefore [ wil] < 


¥ Virtue,”? 
gentleman 


** State” had 


Out 


ll strike 


There being no objection, the modifica 
the amendment were made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to my 
whether the object of his amendment cou): 
effected by simply using the terms “ this pr 
shall not apply to any official or judicial sale: 
That might abbreviate his amendment somewha: 
and still attain the object he has in view. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Did I understs, d 
my colleague to use the words “ official sale2” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. With all due dor. 


erence to my colleague, I am not aware that tho: 


tions of 


NT agu 
1 not be 


OVISION 


cial sales,’? which I suppose would include ar 
he has in view. It is true that my amendment j 
limited to sales made by virtue of the order of 
court. I scarcely know of any cases in my « 
State where such sales are made otherwise, 


Mr. HOLMAN. It may be that in attempting 


8 
any 
wn 


_ to enumerate exceptions, unless you use terms 
that are broad enough, great injustice may be 


done. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I have no objec- 
tion to accept the amendment of my colleague, 

Mr. STEVENS. Oh, I hope the gentleman 
will not accept it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
accept it. 

Mr. STEVENS. It embraces so many un- 
known things, that I think it would be a very 
dangerous amendment. : 

The question was taken on Mr. Porrer’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was dis- 
agree d to. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of 
Mr. Wuire, of Indiana. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 desire to suggest to the 
gentleman from Indiana whether it would not be 
proper to add, after the words ** executors or ad- 
ministrators,’’ the words ‘‘ or assignees or trus- 
tees for the benefit of creditors.” — 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I cannot but ree- 


Well, 1 will not 


| ognize that as a judicial sale made by order of a 
court, 


| by order of a court. 


Mr. JOHNSON. It is not a judicial sale made 
} I suggest to the gentleman 
that he allow these sales to be made without a 
license. It is pretty hard upon the creditor to 


' make him pay four fifths of his claim to obtain 


, the debtor. 


a license for the purpose of selling the property of 
I move to add, after the word ** ad- 
ministrators,’’ the words ** or assignees or trus- 
tees for the benefit of creditors.”’ — 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
arreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Wutre,} whether 


| his proposed amendment includes sales made by 


guardians under wills, made, not by virtue of an 


order or deerce of a court, but by virtue of the 


provisions of the will itself? 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 


No, it does not 


| extend to any of those details, because those sales 


/are generally made by professional auctioneers. 


1 did not attempt to include in the amendment 
every candela case. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think if the 
committee will look to page 52, under the head- 
ing ‘**auctioneers,’’ they will see that all the ex- 
ceptions that ought to be made are there included. 
It includes all sales, except such as may be or- 


| dered by the decree, order, or judgment of any 


judicial tribunal. 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I call the gentle- 
man’s attention to the fourth line of the sixtieth 
section, which requires an additional license, and 
it is to meet the exigency of this alternative or 
additional license that I propose this amendment 

The question was taken on Mr. Wuite’s amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
Here the committee rose informally, and the 
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<paker having resumed the chair, a message from | 
Senate, by Mr. Forney, its Secretary, an- 
need that the Senate had passed a bill for the 
rof James Pool, in which he was directed to 
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TAX BILL. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. T move toamend | 
‘he aixty-second section, by inserting at the end 
first paragraph the words: * nor agents for | 


of the s 3 
rie sale of merchandise for account of producers 
» manufactarers.”? It seems to me that under 


merchant who sells goods and has the proceeds 


toremit to his principal, would be obliged to take | 


out a license as a banker, which I presume was 
not the Intention of the committee. 


The amendment was agreed to. 1] * ; 
Phe amet |} charged for both the license of a banker. 


Mr. SEDGWICK. I move to add at the end 
of the paragraph the following proviso: 

Provided, That any persons or firm carrying on business 
as bankers and brokers, shall pay only a banker’s license. 

Tellers were ordered on the amendment; and 
Messrs. Baker and Wapsworrtn were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 48, noes 39; no quorum voting, 

The CLIAIRMAN, There being no quorum 

resent, the roll must be called. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. | think there is no neces- 
sity tor calling the roll. ‘This proposition is not 
understood. 
Louse to make a suggestion, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I understand that the bill 
imposes a tax upon bankers and also upon bro- 
kers, and this is a proposition to allow bankers 
and brokers to do business under one license. | 
do not think thatis right. If aman carries on two 


~ 





businesses, | think he should pay a tax for car- | 


rying on each business. Suppose | am a banker; 
Il have to pay alicense. My next door neighbor 
isa banker and also a broker and does a much 
more profitable business thag I do, and yet he is 
to be let off with the same taX that I pay! [hope 


THE CONGRESSION 


eoncurrence of the House. 


| he not buy and deal in exchange? 
_ lend money on interest? Whatis the business of | 
a money broker? I would, if I had the power of 


f this paragraph every commission || his service. 
+ , a : ( s Ate Ss - ° 
the provision O I Stay ? | kerage for the transaction. 


Lask the unanimous consent of the | 


this paragraph a banker is charged a license of 


| $100, and a broker a license of twenty dollars. 
| ‘Thus, ifthe same man carries on the business both 
| of banker and broker, he pays a license of $120. 
| What is a banker? 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the || 
Union then resumed its session, and proceeded | 
crain to the consideration of the 


A banker takes deposits of 
money and keeps interest accounts with his de- 
positors. Does he not buy and sell notes? Does 
Does he not 


changing it, put the broker’s license at the same 
figure as the banker’s license. 
me to borrow money on the street or from private 
individuals, and receives from me a premium for 


bill to charge brokers a license fee of twenty dol- 
lars; but if they go into the business of private 
banking, combining the two profitable businesses, 
the amendment proposes that they shall be only 


The gentleman speaks of this tax being exces- 
sive. Has the gentleman looked on the taxes im- 
posed on the planting interests of this country? 
Has he regarded the tax on tobacco? Has he no- 
ticed the imposts on agricultural products? Talk 
about $100 being excessive fora banker’s license ! 
Why, sir, you charge a man fifty dollars for using 
a still to make his whisky, and then you tax his 
whisky so high that, | was going to say, he could 
not sell it. But when you come to fix the license 
fee for brokers, who suck the vitals of society, and 
who prey upon the misfortunes of the indebted 
and embarrassed, it is fixed at a less sum thana 
mancan run a still for. Why, sir, the tax on leaf 


'| tobacco makes the land used in the cultivation of 


tobacco pay as much as twenty dollars per acre. 
That is not high, it is said; but a tax of $100 on 
a broker would break up his business. I wish to 
God the business of many of these shavers was 
broken up. 


Mr. SEDGWICK. 


whisky ration. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Lotler an amendment, 


to add the following proviso: 


AL GLOBE. 


A broker helps || 


|| mining companies are incorporated, 


He selis my note and gets his bro- | 
It is proposed in this | 
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porated banks are doing business under charters 
granted by the State for that particular purpose, 
on contracts already made. To require these 
banks now to take out license would be to impair 
such contracts. ’ 


Mr. HARRISON. This bill, Mr. Chairman, 


| IMposes atax onevery other description of incor- 


porated companies except incorporated banking 
companies, It taxes manufacturing companies, 


| and requires them to take out licenses whether 


they are incorporated or unincorporated. In the 
State of Ohio many of our manufacturing and 
And yet 
under the provisions of this section of the bill, 
manufacturing companies, mining companies, and 
several other descriptions .of incorporated com- 
panies, are required to take out a license, On 
whatsound principle, then, are incorporated bank- 
ing companies to be relieved from taking outa li- 
cense? ‘The amount to be paid for a license is in 
the nature of a tax, and I think that fact is an 
answer to the pointof the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Tuomas. ] 

Now, sir, in reply to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, [Mr. Morygstxr,} | desire 
to submit that private bankers are taxed on their 
profits, in the shape of income, to the same extent 
as incorporated banks are. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Vermont is not an answer to the objectionagainst 
making adiscrimination between these two classes 
of bankers. 

Mr. Harrison’s amendment tothe amendment 
was rejected, 

‘The question recurred on Mr. Sepewicn’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 move to amend by adding 
at the end of the paragraph the following: 

Nor incorporated savings institutions, Which pay interest 


to depositors on their deposits, and are only authorized to 
loan such deposits and not to buy or sell notes, bills, bonds 


. || Or other securities for the payment of money. 
I am sorry the temper of |) 


my friend is so disturbed by the stopping of the | 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Pennsylvania. [move toamend 
by striking outall of the paragraph after the words 
** bankers shall pay,’’ and inserting in leu thereot 


| the following: 


the committee will vote down this amendment. 

Mr.SEDGWICK.  Lask the unanimous con- 
sentof the committee to answer the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 


Provided, That no other person who carries on more than 
| one business in the one establishment shall pay more than 
one tax, and that the highest. 


| Each year fora license @cording to their yearly profits 

| for the immediately preceding year, as follows : In all eases 
where such profits de not exceed the sum of $2,500, the sum 

| of twenty-five dollars; where the same exceed the sum o 


There was no objection, 

Mr. SEDGWICK. 
banker is compelled by this provision to pay a 
license. 
probably carried on by very few persons. Ibisa 
business that I do not know of in any business 
city with which lam acquainted. ‘The legitimate 
business of banking is carried on by incorporated 
banks or associations. There is a business car- 


ried on that includes brokerage, the buying of { 


uncurrent money and dealing in bills, and those 
engaged in that business sometimes keep deposits, 
Upon all the paper that passes through those 
houses you have imposed a stamp duty. If you 
impose this tax of $100 on the business of a 
banker, and an additional tax of twenty dollars 


The business of a private || 


The exclusive business of banking is | 








on the business of a broker, it strikes me that you | 
will be imposing an onerous tax, which will tend | 


to diminish the number of persons engaged in the 
business. The truth is, that the business of a 
broker, as connected with these private establish- 
ments, is much more extensive and profitable than 
the business of keeping accounts for depositors; 
and if the tax were properly regulated, the $100 
tax would be placed on the broker, and the twenty 
dollar tax on the banker. But I think that it is 
quite enough to make,the man who carries on both 


species of business pay the $100 and have both 
licenses. 


Mr. ENGLISH. I ask the gentleman from 
New York whether he intends to include in the 
word ** broker’’ brokers in merchandise ? 

Mr. SEDGWICK. Ido not. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Then the amendment ought 
e be so modified as only to apply to bill or money 
rokers, 

Mr. SEDGWICK. I consent to that modifi- 
cation. I did not suppose that my amendment 
would be so construed. I modify it so that it 
will read: 

Any persons or firms carrying on business as bankers and 


money or bill brokers shall pay only a banker’s license. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. I understand that under 





The objection that I have to the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from New York is this: || 
| the sum of $100; where the same exceed $10,000 and do 


the fifty-ninth section provides that— 
In every case Where more than one of the pursuits, busi- 


or carried on in the same place by the same person at the 
same time, except as therein mentioned, license must be 
taken out for each kind, according to the rates severally 
preseribed. 

The retailer in spirits and the wholesale dealer 
in spirits, the retail dealer in general trade and the 
wholesale dealer in general trade, and the recti- 
fier, must ali take out license. I know men who 
combine all those businesses in the one establish- 
ment, and who would thus have to pay five dis- 
tinct licenses. Ido not see any reason why we 
should discriminate in favor of brokers and bank- 
ers unless we carry out the same principle, and 


| apply it to every branch of business. That is my 
| only objection to this amendment. 


I am willing 
to exempt brokers, if general and retail dealers 
have the same principle applied to them. 

The question was taken on Mr. Wapswortn’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was re- 
jected. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move to amend the first 
paragraph by striking out the words, * but not 
to include incorporated banks or other banks le- 
gally authorized to issue notes as circulation.”’ I 
make this motion in order that I may hear from 
a member of the Committee of Ways and Means 
why a discrimination is made between incorpo- 


rated and unincorporated banking companies. It | 
seems to me thatif unincorporated banking com- | 
panies are required to take out licenses, incorpo- | 


rated banking companies should also be required 
to take out licenses. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


banks. 
latter. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. If the gen- 


tleman will allow me, I will state a reason which | 


appears to me to be quite conclusive. All the incor- 


' tion of order. 


By the bill we |, 
tax the profits, the dividends, of all these incor- || 
porated banks, and not those of unincorporated | 
Therefore, a license fee is required of the || 


$2,500 and do not exceed #5,000, the sum of fifty dollars; 
where the same exceed $5,000 and do notexceed $10,000, 





not exceed $15,000, the sum of S150; where the same ex 


: r | ceed $15,000 and do not exceed $20,000, the sum of 8200; 
ness, or occupations hereinafter described shall be pursued | 


where the same exceed $20,000 and do not exceed $25,000, 
the sum of $250; where the same exceed 325,000 and do 


} not exceed $30,000, the sum of $300; where the same ex 


ceed $30,000 and do not exceed $35,000, the sum of &350; 
where the same exceed $35,000 and do not exceed 840,000, 


| the sum of $400; where the same exceed $40,000 and do 


not exceed $45,000, the sum of 8450; where the same ex 
ceed 845,000 and do not exceed $50,000, the sum of &5 
where the same exeeed 850,000 and do not exceed 875,000, 
the sum of $700; and where the same exceed $75,000, the 
sum of $1,000. 

Mr. BLAKE. I rise to a question of order. I 
desire to know if this amendment is pertinent to 
the section under consideration? Ithink it is not 
germane. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. BLAKE. One isa license and the other 
a tax. 


The CHAIRMAN. 








That is true. But the 


| Chair thinks the whole matter may be considered 
| as under consideration, 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I rise to a ques- 
I submit that it is impossible for 


any reasonable body of men ever to suppose that 


| a banker or broker or shark would ever report 


The 


that amount as the profits of his concern. 


/ amendment, I think, isa reflection upon the judg- 


ment of the House, and therefore out of order. 
[Laughter. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
question of order. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Pennsylvania. 


The Chair overrules the 


I wish to ask 


the gentleman from Illinois how he ever ex pects 


to arrive at the income tax? 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I do not expect 


| to arrive atan income tax by the reporting of any 


such amounts as their profits by these brokers 
and sharks. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Pennsylvania. I think, Mr. 
Chairman, that this system of licenses, as reported 
by the Committee of Waysand Means, is noten- 


tirely equitable. Those persons who are in the 
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receipt of small 1 rofits, are taxed in the shape of | 


licenses equ y with those who are recetving the 


larcvest prof { know that the Committee of 
Wave and Mea indertake to equalize itby the 
i r . tas the gentleman trom Illinois ob- 

rved, ldo not think we shall be able to accom- 
pri mythin like equality by the income tax 
weare to levy, and it seems to me we ought to 


inake some discrimination in regard to licenses; 
that we oucht to make some classification. I ob- 
serve tiat in regard to hotels, inns, and taverns, 
theresa classification made according to the rental 
of the house. Now, why should there not be a 

issifieation made in revard to the licenses of 
bankers ‘There 1s just as much reason in the 

i case ag there is inthe other. | do notchoose 
(oO Insist upon any particular classification, so that 
we secure some classification which will have the 
effect of equalizing, to some extent, the pressure 
of this license fee, 

Now, [ think the vreat art of taxation consists 
mm extracting fram the pocke ts of the yy ople the | 
Inostmoney with the least possible amount of dis- 
content andif you undertake to tax small bankers | 
in the country towns, who are, I venture to say 
now, Hine out of ten of them, not making $2,000 
i year in the shape of profits, the same amount 
that you impose on the great institutions of the 
erties which make profits of $75,000 a year, you 
will produce a great amount of discontent, to say 


nothing of the mtrinsie injustice that will be in- 
ved. L repeat, sir, that [ do not insist upon | 


this particular classification, but I do insist upon 
ine classification; and if any better than I have 

proposed ean be presented, | hope it will be as an 

amcondment to my amendment. 


{ tlere the hammer fell, 

\Ir. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to call 
the wentleman’s attention to the fact that the great 
umount of the tax that is to be collected from 
from auctioneers and other descrip- 
tions of business, is upon the amount of business 
done. We theueht it better to fix the leenses at 
sum, Which will impose no incon- | 
venience upon any one, and then rely upon the 
extent of the business for the great. proportion of 
ie tax to be collected, ° 
Mr. BLAIR, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask 

entleman from Vermont whether he does not | 
suppose that these bankers are not better able to | 
my taxes than almost anybody else? [think he 
will agree with me that the industry of the coun- 


try never has and never will pay six per cent. upon | 
the capital employed, Yet these bankers almost | 
uniformly make from twelve to twenty per cent, 
uy} yn) their capital. | 

Mir. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will state to 
ihe gentleman in regard to these bankers that they 
are more severely*taxed than any other class of | 
nen in the whole country. They cannot take a 
step without being charged for it. They are 
charged upon eve ry certificate of deposit, upon 
every dratt the y make, upon every check they 
give. Why, sir, a banker doing even a moderate | 
business will pay a tax of not less than $1,000. 1 
certainly see no necessity for making any addi- 
tional charges upon bankers. é 

Mr. Buair’s amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BLAKE. I desire to know if it is in order 


to move to strike out these words tn the eighteenth, 


} 


nineteenth, and twentieth lines of the first para- 
graph: 
But notto include incorporated banks or other banks 
Y 


legally authorized to issue notes as circulation. 


The CHAIRMAN. That amendment would 


not be in order. It has already been moved and | 
rejected by the committee. A, | 

"Mr. ARNOLD. I move to add at the end of 
the first paragraph the following: | 


Every bank bill, note, or draft, designed to be used as a 
circulating medium, shall be stamped and pay a stamp tax 
of one per cent. on the nominal value thercol, aud if issued 
or paid out without such stamp shall be void. 


Mr. Chairman, I am not aware whether this is 
the proper place to introduce thisamendment, but 
I suppose it is perhaps as good a place as any in 
this section, Which provides for laying a tax upon 
bankers. If it isthe proper place, I desire to test 
here the sense of the committee in regard to levy- 
ing a duly upon bank notes designed to be used 
as a circulating medium. 

The amendment I have proposed may be de- 
fective in form; it may not be drafted 80 as to ac- | 
complish the purpose I design, but I desire to test | 


the sense of the committee upon the broad prop- 
osition whether they will not, while they are tax- 
ing everything, every necessary of life, while they 
are taxing labor in every shape, also impose a 
tax upon bank notes intended to be used asa cir- 
culating medium? Itseemsto me that of all sub- 
jects of taxation, of all sources of revenue, none 
ought, in the present exigency of the country, to 
be made to pay so much as those who issue bank 


| notes, and make their money in that form. We 


| afford to pay a tax of one per cent. upon their 


| suggestion, and withdraw my amendment for the 


| pending paragraph, 


| 


| say that the thing evens itself. 


tax» sugar, coffee, tea, candles, soap, and every- 
thing, and why should we exempt bank notes? 

Mr. MENZIES. I wish to ask the gentleman 
if there is not a stamp act in the bill which will 
cover these bank notes? 

Mr. ARNOLD. No, sir, I believe not; and I 
therefore hope the amendment will be adopted. | 
Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. If this tax 
should be laid, | would like to ask the gentleman 
how many of the banks of the country would be 

able to pay these taxes, ; 

Mr. ARNOLD. If it has the effect of restrict- 
ing the circulation of bank notes, we will be able 
to circulate more largely the ‘Treasury notes the 
Government has authorized the issue of. But I 
apprehend that when the banks are permitted to 
issue a circulation to the extent of three or four 
times the amount of their capital, and loan it out, | 
reaping the profit of such loans—when they are 
permitted to do such a business as that, they can 


circulation. 

Mr. HARRISON. TI should like to ask the 
gentleman if he knows of any State which au- 
thorizes banks to issue notes totheamount of three 
or four times their capital ? 

Mr. ARNOLD. Lam very sure that banks do | 
issue notes to the extent of more than three times 
their specie and securities—very much more than 
that. We have found, to our misfortune, that fact 
to be true in my State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Illinois 
wishes me to answer that interrogatory, I will 
say that we have a few institutions in the West 
within my knowledge which are allowed to issue 
a circulation to the amount of $2 50 upon every 
dollar of gold and silver coin in their vaults, but 
not to two anda half times the amount of their 
capital stock. 

Mr. HOOPER. I hope that the gentleman from 
Illinois will withdraw this amendmentat this time. 
If he will look at the 103d page of the bill, he will 
see that there is a schedule expressly providing 
for this stamp duty. It seems to me, if that prin- 
ciple is to be introduced, it would! come more 
properly inthatplace, making one of thatschedule. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I will adopt the gentleman’s 


present, ; : 
Mr. POMEROY. I move to strike out ** one 
hundred,’’ and to insert ** fifty,’’ in line one of the 





When the gentleman from Ohio inquired of the 
rentleman from Vermont, of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, why this distinction between 
bankers and incorporated banks was made in the 
matter of a license, the answer was made that 
other provision was made for taxation of the in- 
come of the incorporated banks. By referring to 
section cighty,a tax of three per cent. is imposed 
upon the dividends of incorporated banks, and 
under section eighty-five, in reference to income 
duties, the stockholders in these incorporated 
banks areexempted from taxation on their incomes 
to the extentof such dividends, the three per cent. 
to this extent having been previously imposed 
upon the dividends in the possession of and de- 
clared by the banks. The tax upon the income 
of the stockholder, so far as his stock in an incor- 
porated bank is concerned, is assessed to the bank 
and paid by the bank. Under the income clause, 
the income of the banker himself, embraced in the 
pending amendment, is taxed three percent. There 
the stockholder in the incorporated bank, and the 
banker here referred to, are taxed each three per 
cent. upon their income, and no more. Now, I 


‘The question recurs on what principle is it that 
a banker is charged $100 fora license, and an in- 
corporated bank nothing, because there is no pro- 
vision by which an incorporated bank is assessed 
or taxed upon the income where the banker is not 
assessed the same amount? I think that the gen- 
tleman from Vermont was right when he said that 
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there was no class in this bill taxed like the | 


and bankers. I think that this tax ¢ ate 
false idea that the banks represent mare tens ; 
the country. A great majority of the sto. k iY 
banks throughout the country—at least it ay 

the country banks—is held not by capitalist 

by widows and orphans, persons havine a 
funds in their hands, and the farmers who : 
small sums from the proceeds of their furms _ 


venture to say that three fourths of the bank 

held in the rural districts of the State of New 
York is held by men who work with their hang 
for their daily bread. I cannot see why a tay. 
$100 is imposed upon these bankers, distijoyis\,. 
ing them from incorporated banks, nor w hy either 
class should be subjected to the excessive t - : 
tion to which it is confessed they are sulbjecins 


sty 


xX Of 


eg 
I have moved to strike out * one hundr d?? and te 
insert * fifty,”? and Lf hope that the amendment 


wl be adopted. 
The amendment was disagreed to, 
Mr. HAIGHT. I move to strike out the par- 
agraph, as follows: 


1. Bankers shall pay $100 for each license. Every per 


son shall be deemed a banker within the meaning o} this 


act who keeps a place of business where credits sri opened 
in favor of any person, firm, or corporation, by the deposit or 
collection of money or currency, and the same, or any part 
thereof, shall be paid out or remitted upon the draft, cheek 
or order of such creditor, but not to include incorporat d 
banks or other banks legally authorized to issue notes 
circulation. 


as 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. MENZIES. I have an amendment to syb- 
mit; and I think that it will come in properly here, 
It has been suggested to me that regular land-war- 
rant brokers should be compelled to pay a taxas 
well as other brokers. I move to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

12. Land-warrant brokers shall pay for each license 2100. 


| Every person shall be deemed aland-warrant broker within 


the meaning of this act who makes a business of buying 
and selling land wargants, and turnishing them to setuers 
under contracts that the land procured by means of them 


| shall be bound for the prices agreed on for the warrants. 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 


I suggest to the 


| gentleman from Kentucky that he had better with- 





| dicial sales? 


hold his amendmefft until we reach paragraph 
thirteen, which provides for a tax upon brokers’ 
licenses. I think that street and curbstone brokers 
ought also to be taxed. 

Mr. MENZIES. I withdraw my amendment 
to submit it at the proper time and place. 

The second paragraph was read, as follows: 

2. Auctioneers shall pay twenty dollars for each license. 
Every person shall be deemed an auctioneer within the 
meaning of this act who shall offer property of any kind tor 
sale fo the highest or best bidder, excepting such sales as 


| may be ordered to be made by the decree, order, or judg 


ment of any judicial tribunal. 
Mr. HOOPER. I move to strike out that para- 
graph, and in lieu of it to insert the following: 


2. Auctioneers shall pay twenty dollars for each license. 
Every person shall be deemed an auctioneer within the 


| meaning of this act whose business it is to offer property 


tor sale to the highest or best bidder. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. I suggest 

‘ 3) 
to my colleague to use the word ** occupauon 
instead of ** business.’’ , 

Mr. HOOPER. I accept that as a modification 
of my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would not that apply to ju- 
If it would apply to judicial sales, 
or other official sales by public officers, then, of 
course, it ls wrong. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The third paragraph was read, as follows: 

3. Wholesale dealers in liquors of every description, in- 
cluding distilled spirits, fermented liquors, and wines of all 
kinds, shall pay fitty dollars for each license. Every per- 
son who shall sell or offer forsale any such liquors in quan- 
tities of more than three gallons at ene time, to the same 
purchaser, shall be regarded as a wholesale dealer in liquors 
within the meaning of this act. 


Mr. HOOPER moved to insert after the word 
‘‘nerson”’ the words * other than the distiller.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move to strike out the word 
‘‘ three,’’ and to insert ** ten;’’ so that it wil! read 
‘ten gallons at one time.”’ It seems to me that 


there ought to be some discrimination between the 
wholesale dealers and those who deal in liquor on 
asmall scale. In the country towns and villages 
there are dealers in liquor who sell to the hotel 
keepers and others in amounts not exceeding ten 
gallons; and I make the point that they should not 
be classed with the large wholesale dealers of the 
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ag who sell to them. There ought to be some 

_-rimination between those who sell by the tierce 

* harret and those who sell by the gallon, and 

-. chat purpose I have submitted the amendment. 
~The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS, of California. I move to insert 
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«any and”? and * or wines;’’ so that it will read: | 


3 Wholesale dealers in liquors of any and every descrip- 
including distilled spirits, fermented liquors, and wines 
i kinds, shall pay fifty dollars for each license. Every 
“oy Who shall sell or offer for sale any such liquors in 
 ontities of more than three gallons at one time, to the 


guankie 


ve purchaser, shall be regarded as a wholesale dealer in 
enme { 


quors or Wines Within the meaning of this act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. EDWARDS. I move to increase the tax 


! 


»y a license from fifty dollars to one hundred del- | 
is. It seems to me if there is any business in | 


} 
the country which ean and will pay for the sup- 
nort of the Government liberally, it is this liquor 
busi The wholesale seller, whoever he may 
be, can pay $100 tax. Itis the most profitable 
trade in the country, at least itis in the part of the 
country from which I come, and that, perhaps, is 
the most temperate section of the Union. That 
may be doubted by others, but I may assume it 
without offense. [do notknowa wholesale dealer 
in liquors who has been any considerable time in 
the business who has notaccumulated large prop- 
erty. I think that we may as well take a small 
portion of their vast profits to help the country in 
this emergency. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I think that this 
is a move in the right direction, but I do not think 
that it goes far enough. Lapprehend that there 
will be no objection toit. Yesterday, when the 
question of the selling of liquor was agitated, it 
seemed to move the House as though some pecu- 
liar domestic institution had been assailed. Every 
member seemed to have a still of his own, or to 
have a constituent that had a still, who would be 
absolutely ruined if the trade were interfered with. 
We have no distilleries in Maine, and we intend 
never to have any there. Therefore I forbore to 
participate in the discussion yesterday. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. KeLttoce] was 
earnest to have the market open for his constitu- 
ents to convert their grain into spirits to be used 
for mechanical purposes. He would, however, 
tax spirits heavily which were used as a beverage; 
and {now ask that gentleman to redeem his prom- 
ise and support this measure to tax the men who 
sell for that purpose. 

Mr.MALLORY. Jask my friend whether he 
would not feel testy if we proposed to tax codfish 
and molasses. [Laughter.]} His people may make 
rum out of one,-but not out of the other. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
molasses when we come to talk of cotton; but I 
admit fish should go with the Kentucky whisky. 
[ was saying, when interrupted by my good-na- 


business. 


tured friend from Kentucky, that my friend was | 


disposed to make the duty heavy upon the spirits 
used as a beverage and light upon those used for 
mechanical purposes. 

Now, it has been well said by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, that there is no business 
so profitable as this wholesaling of spirituous 
liquors, except that of retailing them. It has been 
cerufied by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hor- 
TON,]| that they take these spirits, costing only 
enor twelve cents a gallon,and by a simple pro- 


cess, involving a capital of not more than ten dol- | 


lars, they convert it into brandy, gin, wine, and 
intoxicating drinks of every description, and sell 
it for a large price—he did not say how much, but 


We will talk of | 


GRESSION AL 


propose to do, you can do no more valuable ser- 
vice for your country. 
high that no wholesale or retail dealer could be 
found in the land, if it were practicable. If you 


| 


would do that, if you could entirely stop the use | 


of intoxicating drinks and the war rage on, your 
country would suffer less by the war than it has 
and does from the use of intoxicating liquors. 
{Here the hammer fell.]_ As my tame has expired 


in opposing the amendment, I move to amend the | 


amendment by making the amount $500. (Laugh- 


| ter.] 
Mr. BINGHAM. I moveto make the amount 
$5,000. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Sitdown; you are 





we all know it is sold at from one to five dollars | 


per gallon. He says the process is the simple one 
of turning the liquor into a barrel and immediately 
drawing it outagain, and naming it whatever you 
please. Itis an presto change, and you have 
wine, brandy,gin,old Bourbon, &c. Now,do you 
object to making the men pay who deal in this arti- 
cle? Suppose we do make the license entirely pro- 
hibitory. Gentlemen need not get nervous about 
this matter, if we place a heavy license upon these 
liquors. Gentlemen have to pay, as I learn, ten 
cents per glass for the ordinary, and twenty-five 
cents a glass for what they term extra brandy. 
sut what does that glass of liquor cost? Only 
about a cent, in its original form, as estimated b 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Biake,] before it 
undergoes this marvelous transforming process. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, if you make this tax so 
high as to prohibit the traffic, which this does not 


out of order. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted upon 
the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I move to amend 
the amendment by making the amount $500. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That amendment is in 
order. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. This is a matter 
which I do not mean to discuss in a trivial man- 
ner. Itis a matter in reference to which the ob- 
ject is to tax the people in such a manner that 
they shall bleed to the least possible amount. I 
believe there was one gentleman upon the other 
side of the House who considered liquor as an 
article of prime necessity. 1 presume no other 
gentleman in this House will agree to that senti- 
ment. 

Now, you may look over the whole list of arti- 
cles which you have taxed, and you will find 
scarcely one which you can strike off as unneces- 
sary and as not essential for the good of society. 
Here is one which no gentleman will contend is 
absolutely necessary to be used as a beverage; 
and only as a beverage am | contending against 
its use, and as such | would have it pay the very 
highest tax. I am not contending against its use 
for mechanical and medicinal purposes. Here you 


say aman may be licensed to sell that upon which | 


he makes $100 a day by paying fifty dollars a 
year. Suppose you do put on a tax which shall 
strike out every little establishment; suppose you 
reduce the number of wholesale establishments by 
the imposition of this $500 tax: can any gentle- 


man find any community that would be injuved | 


thereby? There is nosuch community. There is 
no man here who represents a community who 


would be injured if every shop which retails | 
Why, then, |} 
should gentlemen vote against imposing the high- || 
est tax and thereby getting the largest amount of || 


liquors as a beverage were closed. 


revenue? Let the tax be what it may, there will 


always be shops enough licensed to furnish all the | 


liquor that may be wanted—at least, all that can 
possibly be needed. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The committee 


strove as far as it was in their power to entirely | 
exclude the discussion of the Maine law in this || 


House, and yet the gentleman from Maine, by 
very considerable ingenuity, has managed to get 
in two speeches on the Maine law. The bill does 
not provide for a license to sella single drop of 
liquor in any part of the country. It is mainly 
to carry out the Maine law that this provision was 
inserted; for under the Maine law it is specially 
provided that liquors may be sold as a medicine, 


' and to be used for mechanical purposes; and this 


provision relates of course to the Maine law, pro- 
viding that parties may be permitted to sell liquors 
at wholesale for the purpose of carrying out the 
purposes of the Maine law. Now, the gentleman 
from Maine is very anxious to obtain the largest 
amount of revenue under the provisions of this 
bill, but how does he go to work to do it? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I contended that 
if you did not get any revenue from this source, 
by reason of a high tax, you would be infinitely 
better off. 
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|, discussion is certainly not germane to the provis- 
I would make the tax so | 


ions of this section, 
The amendment to the amendment was not 


' arreed to. * 


| the amendment for the purpose of expressing my 


| $500,000. 





——F- 





Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The object of | 


the gentleman was to obtain revenue, as L under- 


stood him, by imposing the least possible burden | 


upon articles of necessity; but as he contended 
that this was not an article of necessity, he was 


| 
' 





Mr. BINGHAM. I move toamend the amend- 
mentby making the amount $500,000; and [move 
surprise thata gentleman should stand here in his 
place and say we shall do a public service by pro- 
hibiting altogether the dealing in liquors for any 
purpose, and then come out with a pitiful and 
contemptible amendment to make the license $9500, 
If he wants to prohibit the sale in order to do 
this great public service, let him put on a tax of 
I make my motion in good faith, and 

wanta division of the House upon it, and I want 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Morritt] to vote 
upon it. LT want him to come up to the scratch. 

Mr. BIDDLE. I wasaboutto oppose the amend- 
mentof the gentleman from Ohio, thinking the tax 
rather too high. We have had some experience 
in Pennsylvania upon this subject, and we found 
it an illusory supposition that the sale of liquors 
could be totally prohibited. I think that the re- 
sult of our experience was this: that you must 
make the tax such that it will be easicr for a man 
to pay it than to sell without a lieense. Imposing 
avery heavy tax increases the amount of illicit 
sale, and instead of having the effect to regulate 
the sale of liquor, throws it into the hands of those 
who do it clandestinely. That is the reason why 
I think the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio 
is somewhat too high. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. SHEFFIELD. I 


move to amend the 


j}amendment by reducing the amount to fifty-one 
| dollars. 


I make the motion simply for the pur- 
pose of stating the fact that the United States have 
entered into treaties with certain foreign Govern- 
ments, by which we have agreed to admit the con- 
sumption of their wines in the United States, and 


|} now to undertake to prohibit the sale of them 


would be a violation of such treaty obligations of 
the United States. Tam therefore opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, and in 
favor of reducing the license to about the sum 
named in the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. What treaty 
does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. SHEFFIELD. The treaty with France, 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. Does it re- 
quire us to consume their wine? 

Mr. SHEFFIELD. It requires us to admit 
their consumption. 


Mr. STEVENS. 


I suppose we had better re- 


| ject this whole amendment, instead of reducing 


for utterly prohibiting its sale by the imposition |, 


of a heavy tax. Now, if we keep ourselves within 
the provisions of the Maine law, I cannot see 
where the objection of the gentleman applies. I 
hope we shall have no further discussion of this 
subject as far os it relates to beverages. 


| ; 


i 


| 


the amount. But my purpose in rising was to 
protest against this doctrine that commercial trea- 
ties should govern usin regulating the taxes of the 
country. We have many of us too often fallen 
into the idea that a commercial treaty is to regulate 
the tariff, when that matteris confined exclusively 
to Congress. 

I think now our thirsty friends had better dry 
up upon this subject. This is not a law to pro- 
hibit the sale of liquor or to correct the morals of 
the country. We never should attempt that in 
Congress. The object of this bill is to raise rev- 
enue, and the idea of raising revenue by prevent- 
ing anything from being sold on which you ratse 
taxes is what Ido not undeystand. If the een- 
tleman wishes to pass one of these sumptuary 
laws, let him bring ina bill, and then the gentle- 
man can indulge himself in making speeches of 
this kind, and, perhaps, [ will go with him in 
prohibiting the sale of all liquors, excepting, per- 
haps, old Bourbon, which has become a neces- 
sity to some of my constituents, and lager beer. 
[Laughter.} 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The gentleman, 
then, is in favor of the Maine law, but against its 
enforcement. 

Mr. STEVENS. Iam mainly forthe law, but 
against its enforcement here. (Laughter.] 


“Mr. SHEFFIELD. I withdraw my amend- 


| ment to the amendment. 


Mr. EDWARDS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment,asit now stands, by striking out ‘* $500,000,”’ 
and inserting ‘*$101.’’ [ offer this amendment for 
the purpose of saying thatI did not introduce my 
original amendment with any reference to the 


| Maine law, or any other law, prohtbiting or al- 


Such || lowing the use of ardent spirits. 


I did it, sir, in 





se ner 


ace Same 


— 


; 
} 
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rood faith, because I believed that the wholesale 
dealer in liquors could well afford to pay the li- 
iv, dae 


cense Will hy ] propo e, Whliy, : can afford 
to pay the licen whigh the committer have pro- 
posed aut of the sale of a single hogshead of rum 


or liquor of that kand, or, at hes 


ist, out of the sales 
he may make in a single day, aygd every day in 
the year. Fifty dollars is a paltry sum for a li- 
to deal wholesale in liquors. It is a large 
business, 80 far as Lam acquainted with it, and 
brings large profits to everybody engaged in it. 
We have just passed a provision requiring all 
bankers to pay $100 for a license, whether they 
deal in money to a large or small amount, and the 
profits of that class of business, whatever they 
may be in some parts of the country, so far as | 
min aequaimte d with it, are not ¢ qual to the st ady 
yp! fits of this class of business 
Mr. HARRISON. I would ask the gentleman 


this question, whether by the tax of fifteen cents 


Corpse 


per gallon on all spirituous liquors the profits of 


both wholesale and retail dealers in these articles 
will not be vastly diminished ? 

Mr. EDWARDS. Wi il, sir, I do not think 
that that tax will affeet much—it may to some cx- 
tent—the profits I think that tax 
As was said by 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Morrixr] at 


of the dealers. 
Is to be paid by the consumers, 


the outset, there is no prevention of the use of 


this indulgence throughout the country. Laws 
been unable to do it. High prices will be 
to do it, Why, sir, I recollect man who 
was addicted to the use of ardent spirits as a bev- 


have 
unin le 
erage, and, when long since it had risen to a very 
I think four dollars a gallon—he said 
that he would drink rum until it cost four dollars 


hy rh price 


a drop, and then he would stop using it; and sir, | 


t 
the tux of fifteen cents per gallon, when carried 
down to the retailer will hardly be felt in his 


profits; the retailer will first pay it to the whole- | 


sale dealer and then put it upon his customers, 


{ tlere the hammer fell.] 
Mr. HOOPER. I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment to the amendment. I desire 


the bill. 
wholesale dealers at fifty dollars, and we thought 
it right and proper not to place the wholesale 
dealers in liquors above other wholesale dealers 
by requiring double the amount for their licenses, 
Bankers generally consider themselves as in a 
higher class of business, and we thought they 
could afford, upon that considerations to pay 
double duty; but we saw no propriety in eXxact- 


ing a double duty from liquor dealers. We wish || : 
’ | not pay license? 


to put wholesale dealers in liquor upon the same 
footing as we put all other wholesale dealers. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts if he thinks bank- 
ers ave generally as high as dealers in spirits? 

Mr. HOOPER. 
tion, and not of mine. 

Mr. EDWARDS. 
amendment to the amendment. 

Te Ile rs were not ordered. 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected—ayes 46, noes 51. 


The question was then taken onthe amendment, | 


and it was disagreed to. 
Mr. MceKNIGHT. 
dollars’’ and insert ** $200. ”’ 
Fhe amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. McK NIGHT. 
dollars,’’ and insert ** $100.”’ 


Mr. STEVENS. 


New Hampshire, [Mr. Epwarps ?] 

The CHAIRMAN. {Mt is; but it was never 
voted on by the committee. It was amended by 
substituting ** $500,000” for * §100.”” 

Mr. STEVENS. 


be allowed to stand as it is. It will be recollected 


that this tax or license is for the man who sells | 


the smallest quantity of liquor. The man who 


sells a large amount pays for it by the tax of fif- | 


teen cents per gallon. 1 trust the license will stand 
as il now 1s. 

Tellers were ordered on 
FIELD Were appointed. 

The committee divided, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 65, noes 338. 

So the amendment was agreed to. . 


THI 


} to the 


to call the at- | 
tention of the committee to the other sections of 
We have placed the license upon all | 





I spoke of their own estima. | 


I ask for tellers on my || 


I move to strike out ‘fifty || dealers shall not authorize any spirits, liquors, 


| wines, or maltliquors, to be drank on the premises. 
I move to strike out © fifty || 


Is not that the amendment | 
which was first proposed by the gentleman from | 


I hope the paragraph will 


Mr. WRIGHT. 


MmmSSet d. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
Mr. WRIGHT. 


I object. 
I hope the gentleman will 


| allow it to be read for information. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will hear it 


read, 


The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as 
follows: 

Auctioneers shall be divided into five classes, and pay 
the following licenses: 


The second class sales to the extent of $200,000, and pay 
a license of S200. ‘The third class sales to the extent of 
$100,000, and pay a license of $100. The fourth class sales 
extent of $50,000, and pay fifty dollars. 


twenty dollars. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. T object to going 


| back to that paragraph of the section, 
I would like to inquire of the | 


Mr. WRIGHT. 


gentleman if he would require an auctioneer in the 


country, whose sales amount only to a few thou- |! 


sand dollars a year, to pay the same for a license 
as a man whose 
thousands ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The amendment is objected to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the fourth 
paragraph of the section, by inserting after the 


| words * every person,’’ in the thirty-sixth line, 
i the words ** other than a distiller.’ 


> It will then 


read: 


twenty dollars tor each license. Every person other than 
a distiller who shall sell or offer for sale such liquors in less 
quantities than three gallons at one time to the same pur- 


chaser shall be regarded as a retail dealer in liquors under | 
But this shall not authorize any spirits, liquors, | 


this act. 
wines, or malt liquors, to be drunk on the premises. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting after ‘distiller’? the 


| words ‘or keeper of a hotel, inn, or tavern.’’ 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to add to his amend- 
ment the words, “‘ and persons authorized by State 
laws to sell spirits for medical and mechanical 
purposes.”? In some States the traffic in spirits 
to be used as a beverage is utterly prohibited, 
while its sale for medical and mechanical purposes 
is permitted. 

Mr. ‘THOMAS, of Massachusetts. The per- 
sons who sell it for these purposes make large 
profits outof the business. Why then should they 


Mr. EDWARDS. In the State of New Hamp- 


|| shire these persons have no direct interest in the 


yrofits. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I want to know why, 


| if itis sold for medicinal purposes, any one can- 
| not get it to drink? 


{Laughter.] 

Mr. HOOPER. I should prefer to have my 
amendment adopted, without that addition. In 
regard to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Camppey,] I would 
say that, if he will look at the forty-first line, he 
will see that his amendment, even if adopted, will 
not meet the object designed by it, because it is 
specially provided there that this license to retail 


Mr.CAMPBELL. 
my object. 

Mr. CampBett’s amendment to the amendment 
was rejected, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I move to 
amend the amendment, by striking out the word 


I do not see that that meets 


| ** distiller.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
a vote against the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman trom Massachusetts will be equivalent to 
what he proposes, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I am opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. ‘The effect of it would be to give the 


|| distiller the ig. to retail liquor in any quan- 


Mr. McKytieur’s | 
amendment; and Messrs. Fessenpen and Cris- | 


tity, if not drank on the premises. He can sell 
a pint bottle of whisky, or any quantity called 
for. I think the distiller should not be allowed 
to transact retail business. 

The question being on Mr. Hoorer’s amend- 
ment— 


Mr. HOOPER. 


I withdraw my amendment. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


lask the unanimous consent 
| of the committee to offer an amendment to the 
second paragraph of the section which we have 


|| that kind are licensed. 
the license to the first class shall | 
confer the privilege of sales to any amount, and pay $300. | 


The fifth | 
class sales for any sum under $50,000, and pay a license of | 


sales amount to hundreds of 


Debate is not in order. || 





March 2] 
Mr. WRIGHT, T move to amend by strikine 
out the last sentence in the paragraph, as follow S 
But this shall not authorize any spirits, liquor ae 
or malt liquors to be drunk on the premises, 7 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 


» Wines 


I move to 


. ume 
the sentence proposed to be stricken out be : d 
.z £ sd s 7 ’y¥ add. 
ing the words * except when so authorizs bet 
‘iit 


laws of the proper State.”’ , 
Mr. WRIGHT. Idonotthink that that meets 
the objection. Under the laws of all the S 
taverns, restaurants, and other establishmen: : 
Asa matter of cour 
liquors sold by them are to be drank on the pret 
ises. This provision, | venture to say, will ietes, 
fere with the license laws of every State in th 
Union. According to the terms of this bill, eve “am 
body licensed to sell less than three gallons a 
retailer; but if you give a license to sel] lg 
| vent the liquor being drank on the premises, jr 
amounts to no license at all. I think, howeyer 
that if the sentence be stricken out, as proposed 
| by my amendment, this bill will not com: aie 
) flict- with any of the State laws in regard to 
licenses. 2 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think the o, n- 
tleman from Pennsylvania totally misappri hends 
the meaning of the words which he proposes to 
strike out. Either he or the Committee of Ways 
and Means misunderstands it. The sentence was 
introduced for the sole and exclusive purpose of 
| not interfering with any State laws. It was two 
| guard againseany party claiming, under color of 
a United States law, a right to retail liquor to be 


nts of 
t 


S€ the 


»and pre- 


i| drank on the premises, that this proposition was 

1. Retail dealers in liquors, including distilled spirits, fer- |) introduced } whi . - 
: |) Introduced, 

mented liquors, and wines of every description, shall pay 


So that if any person obtaining a 
United States license to retail liquors is r quired 
by a State law also to geta license, he will be com- 
pelled to get a State license before he can carry on 
the business. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. It will be observed 
that there isa provision in the bill that where any 
business is prohibited by the law of a State itis 
not to be deemed licensed by this bill. That of 
itself would be enough, so far as prohibitory ac- 
tion is concerned. The clause now under consid- 
eration seems to be without meaning, unless you 
give an interpretation to it by the adoption of such 
an amendment as I have offered. My object is 
only to render clear the meaning that is claimed 
for it by the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SARGENT. I propose an amendment to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from In- 
diana, by substituting for the words which he 
proposes to insert, the words ** in any State where 
the same is now prohibited by law,” so that it 

will read: 
But this shall not authorize any spirits, liquors, wines, or 











malt liquors to be drunk on the premises, in any State where 
the same is now prohibited by law. 

The remarks of the gentleman from Vermont 
{Mr. Morritt] show that the intention of the 
Committee of Ways and Means was to give to 
this clause the meaning which my amendment 
givestoit. If itdoes not mean that ! do not know 
what it does mean. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That is right. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. I suggest 
to the gentleman to insert after the word ‘‘ liquors” 
the words *‘ or persons;”’ so that it will read: 

But this shall not authorize any spirits, liquors, wines, 
malt liquors, or persons to be drunk on the premises. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 
is inorder. There isan amendment to an amend- 
ment pending. 

Mr.SARGENT. 
as to make it read: 

But this shall not authorize any person to sell any spirits, 


liquors, wines, or malt liquors, to be drunk on the premises, 
in any State where the same is now prohibited by law. 


Mr. HARRISON. I desire to make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Ware. } 
I do not think his amendment will reach all the 
eases that ought to be provided for. I suggest to 
him to move to strike out in the forty-first line 
«drunk on the premises,’’ and insert in lieu of it 
‘sold contrary to the laws of any of the several 
' States;’’ so that it will read: 
But this shall not authorize any spirits, liquors, wines, 
| or maltliquors to be sold contrary to the laws ofany of the 
several States. 
| Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. If the text had em- 
| braced a subject so extensive as that, ! would have 
| proposed my amendment in those terms; butitap- 
| plies only to the authority to drink on the prem- 





I modify my amendment so 
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